[This Docnment is the Property of Her Britannic Majesty's Government.] 


Printed for the use of the Foreign Office, November 1894. 


CONFIDENTIAL. 

(6530.) 


CORRESPONDENCE 


RESPECTING THE 


LIGHTHOUSES 


IN THE 


RED SEA AND THE PERSIAN GULP. 


1881 - 92 , 








TABLE OE CONTENTS. 


No. 

Name. 

No. 

Date. 

Subject. P 
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t 

Mr. Goschen 

15 1 

Mar. 11, 1881 

Concession for lighting the Red Sea. Has 
informed Michel Pasha that Her Majesty’s 
Government will oppose his obtaining the 
Concession unless the Collas lighthouse dues 
are altered .. 

1 

2 

» M • • 

22 

Apr. 5, 

An Irade has been issued with reference to a 
Concession in favour of Michel Pasha. Pro¬ 
poses to vigorously push the demand for the 
Collas Lighthouse Commission .. 

2 

3 

To Mr. Goschen 

34 

16, 

Approves suggestion in No. 2 

2 

4 

?> II •• 

40 

May 5, 

Requests him to use every effort to prevent the 
Concession being granted 

2 

5 

Michel Pasha 

•• 

7, 

Sends note on quays of Constantinople, light¬ 
ing of the Red" Sea and of the Persian 
Gulf 

2 

6 

To Michel Pasha .. 

•• 

16, 

Answer to No. 5. Earl Granville is consulting 
India Office and Board of Trade .. 

4 

7 

Mr. Goschen 

37 

13, 

M. Michel has now obtained the grant of the 
Concession, but it will he valueless unless 
the Great Powers agree to a tariff of 
charges 

4 

8 

To Mr. Cookson 

11 

June 14, 

Are the Three Brothers Islands within Egyp¬ 
tian or Turkish jurisdiction ? 

5 

9 

To Earl of Dufferin .. 

54 

14, 

Asks for a copy of the Collas Concession 

6 

10 

Earl of Dufferin .. 

63 

Confidential 

July 17, 

Forwards copy of Concession between the 
Porte and Messrs. Collas and Michel Pasha 
for lighting of Red Sea, Persian Gulf, and 
South-eastern Arabia ; also a Memorandum 
thereon 

6 

10* 

Board of Trade .. 

•• 

16, 

Discusses the merits of different sites with 
respect to the lighting of the Red Sea 

12 

11 

Earl of Dufferin ,. 

60 

11, 

Sends copy of vote verbale from the Porte, 
with his” reply thereto; also a Memorandum 
by M. I’reziosi 

13 

12 

» II • • 

84 

17, 

Calls special attention to Article 20 of the 
Concession 

15 

13 

Mr. Cookson 

32 

19, 

The Three Brothers Islands are within Egyp¬ 
tian jurisdiction 

15 

14 

Earl of Dufferin .. | 

66 

Confidential 

19, 

Sends two maps, showing sites of Michel 
Pasha’s proposed lighthouses 

16 

14* 

To Board of Trade .. 


30, 

Sends Nos. 10, 12, and 14, for observations .. 

16 

15 

To Earl of Dufferin.. 

74 

Aug. 3, 

Acknowledges receipt of No. 1 1. Has consulted 
Board of Trade .. 

16 

16 

Board of Trade 

•• 

22, 

Memorandum by Sir George Nares, R.N., on 
the proposed scheme of lights. Suggestions 
as to Perim, Guardafui, and Brothers 

16i. 

17 

To Earl of Dufferin .. 

87 

Sept. 3, 

Sends copies of Nos. 10*, 14*, 16, and 18. Her 
Majesty’s Government object to the scheme 
of Messrs. Michel and Collas, but are ready 
to consider what new lights are required in 
Turkish waters .. .. 

17 

18 

To Mr. Malet ., 

19 

3, 

Sends copies of Nos. 10*, 14*, 16, and 17. 
Bequests speedy erection of “ Brothers " 
light by Egyptian Government, and their 
consent to Her Majesty’s Government 
erecting Guardafui lights 

18 

18. 

a Count d’Aunay . . 

’ ' - 

23, 

Hopes Her Majesty’s Government will support 
the scheme of MM. Michel and Collas 

, 18 

18 

b To Count d’Aunay . 

■ 

Oct. 20, 

Her Majesty’s Government object to above 
scheme, hut are ready to consider what new 
lights are required in Turkish waters 

Hopes Her Majesty’s Government will recon¬ 
sider their refusal to support the Concession 
to MM. Michel and Collas 

19 

19 

M. Cltallemel-Lacour 

• 

Jan. 23, 1882 

19 

2C 

1 To M. Challemel 
Lacour 

[766] 


Feb. 6, 

Her Majesty's Government are ready to con¬ 
sider by an International Commission whai 
new lights are required in Turkish waters 
and under what conditions light dues are t< 
he levied, hut quite apart from any particulai 
scheme for their construction 

t 

r 

. 20 


20* To Lord Lyons (also 
to the Earl of Duf- 
ferin and Sir E. 
Malet) 

21 M. Tissot .. •• 

22 To M. Tissot 

23 To Lord Lyons (also 

to the Earl of Duf- 
ferin and Mr. Cart¬ 
wright) 

24 To Earl of Dufferin .. 


25 Earl of Dufferin 


27 Memorandum by the 
Earl of Dufferin 


28 To Sir E. Baring .. 


29 To Mr. Wyndham .. 

30 Earl of Dufferin 


31 Sir E. Baring 


32 To Earl of Dufferin .. 

33 Earl of Dufferin 

34 „ i) • < 


•» ■ 
36 To Earl of Dufferin. 


37 To Musurus Pasha 


38 Musurus Pasha 


39 To Musurus Pasha 


39* Sir E. Baring 


40 To Sir E. Baring 

41 To Musurus Pasha 
41 * To Mr. Wyndham 


42 Mr. Wyndham 


35 Peb. 6, 1882 Sends copies of Nos. 19 and 20 


June 2 1 Further representations respecting lurkish 

lighthouses .. • •• * on 

8, No. 21 shall be duly considered .. - • 

28 Sends copies of Nos. 21 and 22. The Boaid 

* of Trade think it inadvisable to assent to any 

Concession of the lights being granted to 
MM. Michel and Collas .. •• 21 

Dec. 22, Sends Nos. 10, 10*, 12, 14*, 16, 18 a, 19. 20, 

21, and other correspondence on the subject. 
Requests advice . • _• •• 

Apr. 2d, 1883 His opinion respecting the various sites .. 2. 

«j 0 Sends lighthouse accounts for 1880, 1881, and 

1882 .. •• •* • 2 
Autr. 30 Mr. Wyndham should be informed that Her 

’ Majesty’s Government refuse to acquiesce in 

the Collas Concession, and instructed to 
demand a Concession for lights at Abu Ail 
and Mocha. Major Baring to arrange for 
the constitution ot a Board at Suez to 
manage the Turkish lights .. .. 2d 

Sent. 24, Sends copies of Nos. 25, 26, 27, 29, and other 

1 ’ correspondence on the subject. Informs of 

No. 27. Act accordingly .. • • 2 - 

24 Informs of No. 27. Act accordingly ■■ 2 

Oct. 16 Sends copiss of two notes he has addressed to 

’ the Porto respecting the Collas Concession 

and lights at Mocha and Abu Ail • • 2 

Nov 12, Opinion respecting the proposed Board, bends 

Memorandum on Egyptian lighthouses by 
Morice Pasha .. • • 

£) eCi Sends copy of No. 31. Requests observa¬ 
tions • ■ 

Feb 19.1884 Conversation with Said Pasha •• . *' 

Apr’ 30, Sends answer to his note to the Pone of 

1 ’ ]5th October, 1883, in which the Turkish 

Government maintains the Micliel-Coilas 
Concession is a fait accompli; also a repre¬ 
sentation from the Austrian Lloyd Company 
complaining of the excessive dues exacted by 
MM. Michel and Collas . •• 

Mav 3 Light on Abu Ail. Absolute necessity of .. 

y on’ Conversation with Musurus Pasha. M. Collas 

Pad expressed a desire to meet the wishes ot 

Her Majesty’s Government .. •• 

July 17 Protests against action of M. Collas. Declines 

y to negotiate further with M. Collas in 

London, and prefers further negotiations at 
Constantinople • • ’ ‘ , ” 

Auir 9, Answer to No. 37. Claims Ottoman rights as 

v ’ a Sovereign Power in the question of renewal 

of M. Collas’ Concession 

Oct. 31, Insists on efficient lighting and reasonable 

tariff. Points out want ot ligln at Zukoor 
and Abu Ail .. •• " 

Mar. 9,1885 Sends copy of correspondence with Nubar 
Pasha respecting erection of light at Abu 
Ail. Egyptian Government are willing to 
proceed with it ► • . ■ , ’ * 

Anr 1 Sends copies of correspondence with Musurus 

1 Pasha and British Embassy at Constanti¬ 

nople respecting lighthouse at Abu Ail •. 

1 Necessity of a lighthouse at Abu Ail ■ • 

i 1 Sends copy of No. 41. If possible, induce the 

’ Porte to consent to Ahu Ail lights being- 

erected by Egyptian Lighthouse Administra¬ 
tion.. -• ” 

j 16 The Porte lias taken the necessary measures tor 

’ erecting at its own expense the Abu Ail 

lighthouses .. 
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43 

To Sir W. White 

71 

July 22, 1885 

Sends copy of Board of Trade letter urging 


44 

Musurus Pasha 



necessity of Abu Ail lighthouse .. 

40b 


Aug. 4, 

Answer of Porte to Nos. 39 and 40 as regards 





Cyprus, Red Sea, and Persian Gulf. Will 
erect lights at Abu Ail and Mocha ,, 

41 

45 

To Musurus Pasha .. 

, , 

11, 

Will attend to No. 44 

41 

46 

Sir W. White 

96 

5, 

Abu Ail. Porte declines Egyptian proposal to 





erect the two lights at expense of Egypt. 
Question as to their erection by M. Collas. 


47 

To Musurus Pasha .. 


Sept. 14, 

Mr. Marinich’s Memorandum 

See No. 44. Do Red Sea and Persian Gulf 

42 

48 

To Mr. Egerton .. 


come within M. Collas’ Concession, and is 
he the person to erect the lights ? 

43 


64 

Dec. 18, 

Cape Guardafui. Forwards copy of corrcspon- 

49 

Rustem Pasha 



dence with Board of Trade, and asks for 
Report 

43 

, , 

Jan. 8, 1886 

Red Sea and Persian Gulf lights are included 


Mr. Egerton .. 



in M. Collas’ Concession on certain condi¬ 
tions. Question of Abu Ail light 

44 

50 

] 

4, 

Guardafui. Egyptian Government cannot 





afford a light there, but are ready to 
establish a light at Abu Ail on certain 


51 

To Sir E. Baring 



conditions 

45 

4 

Mar. 9, 

Abu Ail and Mocha. Proposed lights are in 





M. Collas’ Concession. Egypt should not, 
therefore, take any action. Extends a tele- 


52 




gram 

49 

»» i, . . 

5 

12, 

Abu Ail. Asks for observations on an inclosed 

63 




letter from Board of Trade 

49 

i* i> 

6 

12, 

Light dues in Red Sea. Forwards Memoran- 



Confidential 


duin on scheme suggested bv Board of 
Trade, and asks for confidential advice ns 
touching effect on Egyptian finance and pro- 


54 

To Sir E. Thornton .. 



posed reduction 

49 

24 

12, 

Red Sea lights. Sends copies of Nos. 44, 47, 

55 

To Rustem Pasha ,. 



and 49 

51 


22, 

See No. 49. Restricts question to Abu Ali 

66 

To Sir E. Baring 



and Mocha lights for special tariff 

52 

8 

27, 

Sends copy of No. 55 

53 

57 

To Sir E. Thornton .. 

32 

27, 

Ditto .. 

53 

58 

Sir E. Baring 

9 

22, 

See No. 51. Abu Ail more important than 

59 

To Sir E. Baring .. 

Confidential 


Mocha light. Other lights unnecessary. 
View of Morice Pasha .. 

53 

9 

Apr. 1, 

Await answer to No. 55 before taking further 

60 


Telegraphic 


action 

54 


10 

1, 

Extends No. 59. Sends selection of corre- 

61 

Sir E. Baring 

31 

21, 

spondence 

Reduction of lighthouse dues. Egyptian Go- 

54 



Confidential 


vernmi nt lannot afford to sacrifice a rcwuue 


62 

To Sir E. Baring 



of 30,000/. a-year. Suggests waiting till 
Budget tor 1887 (see Nos. 52 and 53) 

54 

16 

May 19, 

Reduction of lighthouse dues. Sends letter 

63 

Sir E. Baring 



from Board of Trade, and asks for opinion.. 

55 

1C 

June 1, 

Reduction of lighthouse dues. Retains his 

64 




opinion expressed in No. 01. Sends note 
from Morice Pasha 

56 

>9 >t si 

254 

4, 

Forwards Memorandum by Morice Pasha 






on Egyptian Lighthouse Administration in 


65 

To Sir E. Baring 

5 

Mar. 12, 1887 

1885 

Sends correspondence with Board of Trade 

56* 

66 

Sir E. Baring 

157 

Confidential 

H, 

respecting Egyptian light dues 

Reasons why there is a difficulty in reducing 
dues .. 

57 

57 

67 

» J» • • 

220 

Apr. 10, 

Sends Report of Lighthouse Administration, 


68 

To Sir E. Baring 



with observations 

57 

20 

June 9, 

Sends copv of letter from Liverpool Steam- 

69 

Mr. Portal,. 



ship Owners’ Association, for report 

58 

26 

July 2, 

Position of affairs with regard to proposed new 

70 

To Sir W. White .. 

62 

Confidential 

13, 

lights 

Sends correspondence, and asks for reply to 
No. 55 .. .. 

58 

59 

71 

Sir VV. White .. 

100 

Aug. 5, 

Sends Memorandum of state of question in 





reply to No. 70 .. 

, 59 
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72 Rustem Pasha 


73 To Sir W. White 

74 To Mr. Portal 

75 Mr. Portal.. 

76 To Mr. Portal 

77 Sir W. White 


78 To Sir W. White .. 


Aug. 15, 1887 


28 Sept. 7, 

121 Oct. 4, 


79 Sir E. Baring .. Telegraphic Dec. 27, 


80 To Her Majesty’s 

Representatives in 
Europe (Maritime), 
United States, and 
Japan 

81 To Sir E. Baring 

82 Sir E. Monson 

83 Sir F. Lascc-lles .. 

84 Sir L. West 

85 Lord Vivian 

86 Mr. Haggard 

87 Mr. Petre.. 

88 Mr. J. G. Kennedy .. 

89 Sir H. Rumbold 

90 To Sir H. Rumbold .. 

91 Sir Clare Ford 

92 Sir R. Morier 

93 Mr. Edwardes 

94 Mr. Trench 

95 Count Leyden .. 
95* Earl of Lytton .. 

96 Sir A. Paget .. 

97 Mr. Egerton ., 

98 Sir F. Plunkett 

99 To Earl of Lytton .. 


100 To Sir E. Baring 

101 Sir E. Baring 


103 To Sir E. Baring 


105 To Rustem Pasha . 

106 Circular to Her Ma. 

jesty’* Representa' 
tives abroad 

107 To Sir E. Baring 

108 Rustem Pasha 

109 To Sir W. White . 

110 To Sir E. Baring 


111 Sir E. Baring 


Feb. 29, 1888 


Mar. 9, 
16, 

Apr. 15, 
13, 
20 , 
May 3, 

9, 

28, 

June 7, 

11 , 

13, 

12 , 

July 3, 

25, 
Oct. 3, 
30, 

Nov. 7, 

10 , 
15, 
22 , 


112 Mr. Egerton 


1 Jan. 2, 1889 

13 Mar. 4, 

Confidential 

15 26, 

10 Apr. 26, 


12 

Confidential 


Apr. 27, 
May 3, 


Reply to No. 55. Indisposed to separate the 
lights at Mocha and Abu Ail from whole 
scheme 

Informs of interview with M. Collas 

Sends letter from Board of Trade, for commu¬ 
nication to Egyptian Government 

Sluidwan Island. Egyptian Government have 
sanctioned erection of light upon 

Shadwau Island. To express satisfaction at 
foregoing 

Turkish Ambassador in London has been 
directed to answer Foreign Office note of 
22nd March, 1886 

Rustem Pasha’s answer has been received, and 
is under consideration 

In view of cost of lighting Alexandria Harbour 
and Island of Miadwan, reduction of dues 
should not he pressed .. 

Explains position of Collas Concession. Views 
of Her Majesty’s Government. Asks opinion 
of different Governments 


Sends No. 80 .. 

Danish reply to No. 80 
Roumanian reply to No. 80 
United States’ reply to No. 80 
Belgian reply to No, 80 . 

Greek reply to No. 80 
Portuguese reply to No. 80 
Italian reply to No, 80 
Dutch reply to No. 80 

Sends copies of No. 80. Shall be informed of 
French reply 

Spanish reply to No. SO .. 

Russian reply to No. 80 .. .. • • 

Further observations from United States on 
No. SO 

Japanese reply to No. 80 .. 

German reply to No. 80 .. 

French reply to No. 80 promised in a few 
days 

Views of Austrian Government on No. 80 
French reply to No. 80 .. 

Swedish reply to No. 80 .. 

French Government shall have replies of other 
Powers. Her Majesty’s Government are 
opposed to proposed Technical Commission 
at present .. . • 

Sends correspondence, and asks opinion on 
General summary of question of Egyptian 
rights with regard to light dues .. 

Gives reasons for not commencing negotiations 
with Egyptian Government 

Full existing dues to be paid until the new 
lights are in working order 
When the new tariff comes into force, Egyptian 
light dues must he materially reduced 
The new lights must he constructed by M. 

Collas, or, if not, separately by the Porte .. 
Incloses No. 105, to be communicated to foreign 
Governments .. 


23 June 7, 


Sends copy of Circular despatch (see No. 106) 
Acknowledges No. 105 
Sends Nos. 103, 106, and 108 .. . 

Sends copy of a letter from Board of l rade 
respecting the debt on Egyptian Red Sea 
lighthouse accounts 

Sends Reports of Egyptian Lighthouse Ad¬ 
ministration for 1887 and 1888 .. .. 

Views of French Government on the subject. 
Foreign Office has iucorrectly represented 
their views .. .. •. 
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113 

To Mr. Egerton 

69 

lune 19, 1889 

Her Majesty’s Government would consent to 




refer matter to Technical Commission 

95 

114 

To Rustem Pasha .. 


19, 

French Government have not yet pronounced 




definitely as to the lights required 

96 

115 

Sir E. Baring 

C 

25 

10, 

Explains at length the principles on which his 

97 

lonfidential 


views on the question are founded 

116 

Rustem Pasha 


25, 

Acknowledges No. 114 .. 

97 

117 

To Sir W. White (also 

72 

Aug. 2, 

Sends No. 100, and subsequent correspondence 

98 

118 

to Mr. Clarke) 

Sir E. Baring 

31 

Nov. 2, 

Sends copy of Zulfikar Pasha’s note of 29th 




October. Egyptian Government consent to 
a reduction of £ E. 40,000 in the light dues 








as soon as new tariff is applied to all the 
other Powers.. 

98 

119 

Rustem Pasha 

.. 

Apr. 18, 1890 

Proposes to erect four sea and seven local 

98 



lights .. .. .. •• 

120 

To Rustem Pasha 


19, 

Acknowledges receipt of above 

100 

121 

Ottoman Minister at 
the Hague to M. 
Hartsen 

Count Hatzfeldt 

•• 

24, 

Same as No. 119 

100 

122 


May 1, 

What is the opinion of the British Government 

102 


on the Ottoman proposals ? 

123 

To Rustem Pasha .. 

•• 

16, • 

The Ottoman proposal must he modified, so as 
to allow of revision and publication of 






accounts .. .. 

102 

124 

Memorandum commu- 


20, 

What is opinion of British Government on 

103 


nicated by Baron 



Ottoman proposal ? 

125 

! Wedel 

Circular to Her Ma- 


20, 

Sends Nos. 119 and 123, for communication .. 

104 


jesty’s Representa¬ 
tives abroad 



Will forward No. 123 to the Porte .. 


126 

Rustem Pasha 


21, 


127 

To Count Hatzfeldt .. 


22, 

Sends Nos. 119 and 123 

tm 

128 

To Baron Wedel 

# . 

24, 

Ditto .. .. 

E3 . 

129 

To Count de Bylandt . 


30, 

Ditto .. 

._ 

130 

Marquis of Dufferin .. 

76 

June 4, 

Italian Government would like to know Otto- 




man reply to No. 123 .. 

105 

131 

Memorandum by Count 


» 

What is opinion of British Government on 

106 


Tornielli 



Ottoman proposals ? 

132 

To Count Torneilli .. 


12, 

Sends Nos. 119 and 123 . .. .. 


133 

To Marquis of Dufferin 

*46 

13, 

No reply yet from the Porte .. 

106 

134 


Telegraphic 

July 4, 

Does Italy protect Guardafui? Is it under 

107 


Congo arrangement 1 .. .. .. 

135 

Marquis of Dufferin. J 

Telegraphic 

6, 

Italy protects Guardafui, and is arranging for 
alight 

107 

136 

Mr. Portal.. 

96 

15, 

Views of Egyptian Government on light dues 

107 


Telegraphic 


question .. .. .. 

137 

To Rustem Pasha .. 

23, 

For early answer to No. 123 .. .. 

107 

138 

To Count Tornielli .. 


26, 

Board of Trade glad to show their information 




as to a Guardafui light to any Italian official 

108 

139 

Rustem Pasha 


26, 

Has communicated No. 137 to Forte 

108 

140 

Sir E. Baring 


Aug. 17, 

If the western route is lighted, it should be 



done by Great Britain .. 

108 

141 

Note verbale commu- 

, f 

Sept. 4, 

How does the Red Sea lights question stand ? . 

, 108 


nicatcd by German 





142 

Embassy 

To Count Mettcrnich . 


5, 

The Porie has not yet answered 

109 

148 

To Count Tornielli .. 


Oct. 15, 

Same as No. 138 

109 

144 

Count Tornielli 


17, 

Italian Government wish to have the docu- 




ments about the Guardafui light .. 

. 109 

145 

Rustem Pasha 


22, 

The Porte is ready to revise the rate3, and 





show the accounts after twenty years 

. 109 

146 

To Count Tornielli .. 


Nov. 10, 

Informs of a letter of the 5th November from 




the Board of Trade. Thev have already 






given the Italian Government all the valuable 
information they possess about the Guardafui 

) 

t 





light 

. 110 

147 

To Marquis of Dufferi: 

n 3 

Jan. 7, 1891 

Her Majesty’s Government would be prepared 

i 


to advise Egyptian Government to devote a 
certain amount of the surplus from light 
dues to the maintenance of a light ai 

t 








Guardafui. To mention the matter tc 
Signor Crispi.. 

) 

. no 

14£ 

1 To Rustem Pasha ., 


16, 

If Porte is disposed to undertake tin 

i 


erection of the four lights, Egyptian Govern 
ment would be recommended to pay 20,0Q0i 









a-year for the service .. .. . 

. Ill 
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149 Rustem Pasha 


Jan. 21, 1891 


150 Circular addressed to .. 23, 

Her Majesty’s Re¬ 
presentatives abroad 

151 To Sir W. White (also 10 23, 

to Sir E. Baring) 

15 Q To Sir W. White .. 16 Feb. 4, 

Confidential 


153 To Sir E. Baring .. 6 4, 

154 To Sir W. White (also 17 4, 

to Sir E. Baring) 

155 To Marquis of Dufferin 8 1“» 

Confidential 


156 Sir W. White 


27 Mar. 2, 


157 Marquis of Dufferin .. 30 

Confidential 

158 Sir C. Ford ... 42 



159 To Sir E. Baring 

160 Communication made 

by Prince Plesa 

181 To Count Hatzfeldt .. 


182 Minute by Sir J. Fer- 
gusson 

153 To Rustem Pasha .. 

184 Rustem Pasha . 

105 To Rustem Pasha .. 
100 Board of Trade 


107 To Rustem Pasha 


18 12 . 
,. June 3, 


j Sept. 15, 


Nov. 30, 

Dec. 5, 
24, 


Jan. 28, 1892 


ice To Marquis of Dufferin H 

Confidential 


159 To Sir E. Baring 


3 Feb. 10, 


170 Marquis of Dufferin.. 23 


171 I Sir E. Baring 


172 To Sir C. Ford (also 15 Mar. 2, 

to Sir E. Baring) 

16 o* 

173 >» „ . » Z 7 

174 To Sir E. Baring .. 6 '» 


175 To Sir C. Ford 


IS 

Confidential 


Has communicated No. 148 to his Govern- 
ment .. • • . • ■ 

Transmits printed copies of previous correspon¬ 
dence, for communication to Governments to 
which thev are accredited • • • • J * 

Transmits copies of previous correspondence .. 11 

Sends copy of letter from Admiralty respecting 
survey of southern portion of Red Sea. 
Reasons for and against communicating it 
to Porte. Leaves matter to his Excellency s 
discretion .. •• •• ** .. 

Sends No. 152, with inclosure •• .** 1 

Transmits Memorandum prepared in Foreign 
Office .. •• •• *• 11 

To request Italian Government to grant 
facilities for Her Majesty’s ships surveying 
near Assab .. .. 

Has instructed Sir A. Sandison to mention 
the facts contained iu No. 152 to Grand 
Vizier .. •• •• 

Instructions have been sent in accordance with 
No. 155 .. •• •• 1 

Note from Minister of State, who expresses the 
wish to receive further information on the 
subject .. *• •• " . 

Sends No. 156 .. •• *• 

Have Her Majesty’s Government taken into 
consideration the erection of a light on Cape 
Guardafui ? .. • • . • • . ' * 

Latest phase of correspondence is contained 
in the notes to and from Rustem Pasha, com¬ 
municated to Prince Pless on the 20th 
February last. One of Her Majesty s 
vessels now engaged in a survey of an 
alternative route «• •• " 

Conversation with Rustem Pasha, and proposal 
that he should be asked to make some 
counter-proposal •• •• :• 

Informal discussion of details would be of little 
use without some indication of terms to 
which Porte would agree .. • • 

Porte cannot accept proposal in No. 148, but 
have instructed him to make other proposals. 
Acknowledges No. 164 .. 

Criticism of the Turkish proposals. It lurkey 
is not willing to come to a satisfactory 
arrangement, steps should be taken to open 
up the alternative route. Board are advised 
that it would ultimately be accepted by the 
trade as a better one .. - - 

» Her Majesty’s Government are unable to agree 
to proposals contained in No. 164, and will 
take steps to provide an alternative route .. 
Do Italian Government claim jurisdiction over 
the sites suggested for lights by the Board of 

Trade ? . • • • _ . -p 

Could not some reduction be effected in Egyp¬ 
tian light dues even before the Powers have 
concluded Commercial Conventions with 

Egypt ? • • • * * 

Correspondence with Italian Government. 
Claim by the latter to jurisdiction over sites 
selected by Board of Trade for lights .. 
Deprecates the idea of laying the question ot 
lighting Red Sea before Egyptian Govern¬ 
ment before the conclusion of the Commer¬ 
cial Conventions .. 

Sends copies of further correspondence 

Sends printed Confidential correspondence .. 
Sends copy of a letter to the Board of 1 rajie, 
dated 7th March, respecting Red Sea lights 

and Egyptian light dues •• " 
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CONFIDENTIAL. 


Correspondence respecting the Lighthouses in the Red Sea and 

the Persian Gulf. 


No. 1. 

Mr. Goschen to Earl Granville.—(Received March 16.) 

(No. 15. Commercial.) Constantinople, March 11,1881. 

My Lord, , ~ lighthouses and the applications to the Porte 

THE question of the Red Sea ll fththou8e8, few day8 ago . There 

“S' *> - 

i,i G—ent .ere ^ £ 

Red Sea; also, that in this questi efficiently and with the lowest possible 

French, provided the lights were &U| P W g re suffering in several cases, 

charges on sl.iipping, butt t^ n ‘® essions an d were uniting with the Turkish 
SnXXilnpX« than were just oo English tntde and 

“"Tranced the Smyrna Quays and e aJd 

not connected with the founei, hut • . t0 |, u renewed without the 

these gentlemen together had.caused th o Cow £.son of ^ taritr which 

th ° coraraission bec " ca,,ed 

tOBe n 0 ddmcM a pX7'r^^ 

that I should recommend .Her ll-liti,,'’' of the lied Sea unless the Collas 

oppose his obtaining a Concessi f u p 0 rte agreed to some solution ot 

Company had previously, in .conjuncton.with the 1 "“f^ GoV e r „ m e.,t. 
the Collas Lighthouse question siit.sfacto J to Her M ^ ^ paris wHh a 

view^fXi^wKSLSr'eouid be given, and how the existing difficulties 
,niS '^^he dilatory manner in winch, 

questions, 1 thought it inigh )) ■ .1 place with the Company itself. 

^ru^int—‘X'he Xid'be, opp£^the new operations unless he 
satisiicd us with regard to the existing lighthouse dues^ 

(Signed) GEORGE J. GOSCHEN. 
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No. 2. 

Mr. Goschen to Earl Granville.—(Received April 11.) 

(No. 22. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Constantinople, April 5,1881. 

I HAVE the honour to inform your Lordship that I have ascertained that an 
Iradd (or Sultan’s order) has been given to the Porte with reference to a Concession 
for the lighting of the Red Sea in favour of Michel Pasha. The matter has been 
concluded very quietly, and no information reached this Embassy that matters 
were so advanced as they appear to have been. The Firman has not yet been 
granted. 

I am endeavouring to obtain further information. 

I now propose to push the demand for the Collas Lighthouse Commission 
vigorously, and to insist as far as I can on the Commission asked for being called 
together. 

I may point out to your Lordship that if the Porte should make further diffi¬ 
culties about carrying out its actual engagements in this matter, a similar process 
to that followed in the Bosphorus light-ships time might be contemplated. 

It seems of immense importance to let the Porte feel that its engagements in 
these matters are not to be allowed to remain a dead letter. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) GEORGE J. GOSCHEN. 


No. 3. 

Earl Granville to Mr. Goschen. 

(No. 34. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, April 16, 1881. 

I HAVE received your Excellency’s despatch No. 22, Commercial, of the 
5th April, reporting that an I rad 6 has been issued with reference to a Concession 
for lighting the Red Sea in favour of Michel Pasha, and proposing to urge on the 
Porte the necessity of calling together the Collas Lighthouse Commission. In 
reply, I have to inform your Excellency that I approve the action you propose to 
take in the matter. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 4. 

Earl Granville to Mr. Goschen. 

(No. 40. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, May 5, 1881. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 34, Commercial, of the 14th ultimo, I 
transmit to your Excellency herewith copy of a letter from the Board of Trade on 
the subject of the proposed Concession to Michel Pasha for lighting the Red Sea, 
and I have to request you to use every effort to prevent this Concession being 
made. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 5. 

Michel Pasha to Earl Granville.—(Received May 9.) 

M. le Ministre, 97, Boulevard Malesherbes, Paris, le 7 Mai, 1881. 

CONFORMEMENT au ddsir que vous m’avez exprime, j’ai Phonneur de vous 
adresser, ci-contre, une note relative aux quais de Constantinople, et 4 l’dclairage 
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de la Mer Rouge et du Golfe Persique. Ces travaux ayant un caractere inter¬ 
national, j’ai tenu a ne pas les entreprendre avant de connaitre 1’opinion des 
Puissances Maritimes, et de l’Angleterre en parliculier. 

Veuillez, &c. 

(Signd) MICHEL. 


Inclosure in No. 5. 
Note. 


1. Quais de Constantinople. 

PAR un Firman Imperial en date du 23 Novembre, 1879, j’ai dtd declare 
concessionnaire de la construction des quais et docks de Constantinople. 

Dans les premiers jours de Janvier 1881, M. l’Ambassadeur d’Angleterre a 
Constantinople a chargd M. Faucett, Consul-Gdndral d’Angleterre de cette ville, de 
convoquer une assemble de principaux ndgociants, agents de bateaux 4 vapeur et 
autres intdressds Anglais etablis 4 Constantinople, 4 l’effet d’examiner les tarifs de 
navigation que le Gouvernement Ottoman se propose d’appliquer aux navires 
devant faire des operations le long des quais a construire. Cette reunion presidee 
par le Consul, M. Eaucett, a acceptd, a l’unanimitd, les tarifs proposes. 

Je ddsirerais savoir si le Gouvernement de Sa Majeste Britannique approuve les 
Resolutions de cette reunion qui ontdte amdliordes dans lesens du droit d’amarrage 
par la Commission des Notables Eransais dtablis 4 Constantinople et approuvees par 
leur Gouvernement. 


2. Eclair age de la Mer Rouge et du Golfe Persique. 

Par nil Firman en date du 21 Mars, 1881, j’ai dte, avec mon associd M. Collas, 
ddclard concessionnaire de l'dclairage de la Mer Rouge et du Golfe Persique. 

Devant alter prochainement a Constantinople et provoquer la convocation d’une 
Commission Internationale chargee de discuter les droits d’edairage qui lui seront 
proposes par le Gouvernement Ottoman, je ddsirerais que le Gouvernement de Sa 
Majeste Britannique voulut bicn donner 4 son Reprdsentant 4 Constantinople des 
instructions de nature 4 faciliter la solution de cette question afin de me permettre 
de commencer les travaux le plus tot possible. 


3. Eclairagc de Gardafui, Abdul-Kouri, et Socotra. 

Tous les navigateurs sont unanimes sur la ndcessitd de placer des feux sur le 
paralldle de 12° 4 13° 30' de latitude nord ; or, le Cap Gardafui est trds 61ev6, le feu 
ne pourrait etre place que dans une position oil il serait masque bien souvent par 
les brumes, surtout lors de la moussen du sud-ouest; d’ailleurs, 1’attitude gdndrale- 
ment hostile des tribus de Soumali rendrait l’cntretien de ce feu impossible ou par 
trop ondreux. 

II y aurait dds lors tout avantage 4 placer deux grands phares tournants dans 
les positions ci-dessous. 

L’un, 4 l’extremitd occidentale de l’lle Abdul-Kouri; l’autre, 4 l’extremitd 
orientale de l’lle Socotra. 

Mais avant de me charger de ces travaux qui intdressent trds directement le 
commerce Anglais, je ddsire connaitre 1’opinion du Gouvernement de Sa Majestd 
Britannique au sujet de l’etablissement de ces deux grands phares. 

1 J (Signe) MICHEL. 

97, Boulevard Malesherbes, Paris. 
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No. 6. 

Foreign Office to Michel Pasha. 

Sir, Foreign Office, May 16,1881. 

I AM directed by Earl Granville to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 7th instant, and I am to inform you that his Lordship is consulting - the India 
Office and the Board of Trade in relation to your suggestions as regards the lights 
required at Cape Guardafui. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) CHARLES W. DILKE. 


No. 7. 

Mr. Goschen to Earl Granville.—(Received May 20.) 

(No. 37. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Constantinople, Map 13, 1881. 

IN my despatch to your Lordship No. 22. Commercial, of the oth ultimo, I had 
the honour to inform )ou that the Concession for the lighting of the Red Sea 
had been granted to Michel Pasha, and I called your Lordship’s attention to the 
comparative secrecy with which the final negotiations between Michel Pasha and 
Ottoman Government on the subject had been carried on. The Foreign Minister 
has denied that there was any unusual secrecy, but it is very strange that no 
information of any kind that the Concession was at all likely to be granted 
immediately reached me through my usual channels of information. 

From inquiries l have made, I have ascertained the following circumstances. 

Mr. Alt, as well as Michel Pasha, had sent in a tender for this Concession, and 
1 have now received a letter from his representative here complaining of the manner 
in which Mr. Alt had been treated. 

Mr. Alt sent in his tender to the Prime Minister in March 1880, who referred it 
to the Admiralty. A favourable opinion as to its merits having been expressed by 
them, it u r as submitted to the Council of State. In order to avoid any difficulties 
that might arise later, MM. Michel and Collus were asked if they wished to make 
an offer for the Concession. 

But, in the meanwhile, a Commission was instituted, to which I have had occasion 
before to call attention. This Commission, presided over by Namyk Pasha, is 
charged with the duty of examining into and reporting on all projects for industrial 
nndeitakings, such as railway, mines, quays, in fact, Concessions of all kinds, and 
it is alleged—but I am not prepared to say with absolute truth—that tlie line of 
policw traced out for its guidance is to resist foreign influence as much as possible, 
and especially to reject any projects under which any particular country might 
acquire influence in any part of the Turkish Empire, where political objects might 
be suspected to underlie an industrial undertaking. This Commission is said to 
report unfavourably on almost e\ery project, and, in fact, to smother them so 
effectually, that it is called “ the Commission for conducting Funerals.” 

\\ hen this Commission was formed, the duty of examining Concessions was 
taken lrom the Council of State and referred to this new' body, and amongst many 
others the project of Mr. Alt passed into its hands, and remained buried amongst its 
papers till December of last year. 

In that month Mr. Alt’s representative at Constantinople, hearing that Michel 
Pasha had made a tender for a Concession with the same objects as Mr. Alt, wrote 
to the Prime Minister to ascertain why there had been so long a delay in considering 
his employer’s tender. lie pointed out in his letter that Mr. Alt’s tender had not 
only been offered some time previous to Michel Pasha’s, but, from what he heard, 
its terms were more advantageous to the Government. This letter was referred to 
Namjk Pasha’s Commission. Alter making several attempts to induce the 
Commission to consider Mr. Alt’s tender, his representative had an interview, in the 
latter part ol January last, with Namyk Pasha, who assured him that he was most 
anxious for the execution of the project of lighting the Red Sea, and that the 
prospect of competition for the Concession was very welcome, as it would thus 
enable the Government to grant it fin better terms. A verbal promise was at the 
same time given that Mr. Alt’s tender should be considered in a few days. 
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Hearing a few days later that Michel Pasha was on the point of obtaining the 
Concession, Mr. Alt’s representative wrote on the 2nd February to Namyk Pasha, 
begging him, before taking any decisive steps, to allow himself and Michel Pasha to 
enter into open competition for the Concession, so that the Government might judge 
for itself which of the two tenders v r as the most advantageous to its interests. 
Namyk Pasha replied verbally that nothing had been yet decided, and that Mr. Ale’s 
representative would be called for in a few days to discuss the affair. 

This promise of Namyk Pasha’s not having been carried out, Air. Alt’s 
representative, in the course of a coavcrsation with me on another question (to the 
best of my recollection), begged me to use my influence to insure Air. Alt’s tender 
having a fair trial. 

I did not, however, in any way receive the impression that the matter was 
about to be decided, or that Alichcl Pasha had made any progress. I had not heard 
a further word on the subject, when I saw a paragraph in the newspaper a fortnight 
later that Alichel Pasha had obtained the Concession. 

At this point I should refer your Lordship to my despatch No. 15, Commercial, 
of the 11th March, in which I informed your Lordship of a conversation I had had 
with Michel Pasha with reference to the Red Sea Lighthouse Concession. 1 stated 
to this gentleman that Iler Majesty’s Government were deeply interested in the 
question, that there was no jealousy as between English and French in the matter, 
provided the lights were supplied efficiently and with the lowest charges on 
shipping, but that English interests were suffering in several eases where Frenchmen 
had obtained Concessions, and were uniting with the Turkish Government to impose 
heavier charges than were just, and that the grant of a Concession to him would he 
opposed unless some arrangement satisfactory to England could hi arrived at as 
regards the pending questions relative to the Collas Lighthouses, of which 
M. Alichel is also a concessionnaire. M. Michel promised to confer with AI. Collas 
in Paris on the subject. 

M. Alichel has now obtained the grant of the Concession, but it will be 
valueless unless the Great Powers agree to a tariff of charges, and 1 presume Her 
Majesty's Government will certainly not give its consent till a satisfactory 
arrangement has been made for the protection of English interests in the Collas 
Lighthouse case. 

I have asked the Porte to supply me with a copy of the Concession. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) GEORGE J. GOSCIIEN. 

P.S.—Since, writing the above despatch I have received your Lordship’s 
despatch No. 40, Commercial, of the 5th Alay, inclosing me a letter from the Board 
of Trade, and requesting me to prevent the above Concession being granted. 

Your Lordship will, however, have seen from my despatch of the 5th April that, 
as regards the granting of the Concession, it took place more than a month ago, 
and that the difficulty must now be met in some other way. 

G. J. G. 


No. 8. 

Earl Granville to Mr. Coohson. 

(No. 11. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, June 11, 1881. 

THE Board of Trade having called attention to the necessity of erecting a light¬ 
house on the Three Brothers Islands, in the northern part of the Red Sea, about 
latitude 26° 20', longitude 34° 50', 1 have to instruct you to ask the Egyptian 
Government whether these islands are within Egyptian or Turkish jurisdiction. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


[758] 


C 
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No. 9. 

Earl Granville to the Earl of Dujferin. 

(No. 54. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, June 14, 1881. • 

WITH reference to Mr. Goschen’s despatch No. 37, Commercial, of the 13th 
instant, I transmit to your Excellency, for your information and guidance, copy of 
a letter from the Board of Trade on the subject of Michel Pasha’s Concession for 
lighting the Red Sea.* 

I have to request your Excellency to endeavour to procure a copy of this 
Concession. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 10. 

The Earl of Duffer in to Earl Granville. 

(No. 63. Commercial. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Therapia, July 17, 1881. 

WITH reference to your Lordship’s No. 54, Commercial, of the 14th ultimo, I 
have the honour to transmit herewith a copy of the Contract between the Sublime 
Porte and Messrs. Collas and Michel Pasha for the lighting of the Red Sea, the 
Persian Gulf, and the south-eastern coast of Arabia, given me by Michel Pasha’s 
Private Secretary. 

1 also send your Lordship a copy of a Memorandum on the utility of the various 
projected lighthouses. 

As both these documents have been communicated to me confidentially, I must 
beg your Lordship to consider them as private for the present. 

1 have sent copies of them to Mr. Cookson at Cairo, 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) DUEEERIN. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 10. 

Contrat avec VAmir aute Ottomane pour V Eclair age de la Mer Rouge et du Golfe Persique, 

le 14 Avril, 1881. 

LE Gouvernement de Sa Majeste Imp6riale le Sultan voulant dans les eaux de 
l’Empire Ottoman de la Mer Rouge et du Golfe Persique donner la navigation et 
au commerce de tous les pays les avantages d’un edairage complOtemcnt en 
harmonic avec l’importance des transactions internationales, et pr6venir par la les 
sinistres maritimes qui r6sultent de I’absence de feux indicateurs des dangers. 

Entre son Excellence Ilassan Husni Pacha, Ministre et Commandant de la 
Marine, agissant au nora du Gouvernement Imperial Ottoman, d’une part, et 
MM. Collas (Bernard-Camille) et Michel (Marius), concessionnaires des Phares 
de l’Empire Ottoman, agissant en leur nom, d’autre part, il a et 6 convenu ce qui 
suit:— . 


Aeticle 1. 

MM. Collas et Michel s’engagent a etablir un systeme d’6clairage des cotes 
Ottomanes de la Mer Rouge, du Golfe Persique, et du littoral sud-est des cfites 
Arabiques. D’un coramtm accord, il a et<3 convenu quo eet ficlairage comprendrait 


• Board of Trade, June 1, 1881. 
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trente phares ou feux a construire sur les points indiques ci-aprfis ou 4 proximity 
de ces points, d’aprfis la nouvelle dtude qui aura lieu, savoir:— 

l re Paetie. 

No. 1. Yambo.—2 feux rouges. Port6e 8 milles. 

No. 2. Banc des Sept lies, ou Schab Sab’ah.—1 feu flottant ou une tour avec feu 
tournant. Portae 12 milles. 

No. 3. Oblou Faramish (pres Djeddah).—1 feu flottant ou une tour avec feu 
tournant. Portae 10 milles. 

No. 4. Raz Gazahaize, ou Raz Koheiz.—1 feu tournant. Port6e 15 milles. 

No. 5. Djeddah.—2 feux blancs superposes. Portfie 10 milles. Bouees et m&ts 
de signaux suivant les besoins. 

No. 6. He Gezirat Kishran,—2 feux blancs superposes. Portee 10 milles. 

No. 7. Kunfidah, ou Gomfordah.—2 feux blancs superposes. Portfie 10 milles. 
Bouees et mftts de signaux suivant les besoins. 

No. 8. Hodeidah.—2 feux blancs superposes. Portee 10 milles. Bou6e et mats 
de signaux suivant les besoins. 

No. 9. Raz el Bayath.—5 feux blancs superposes. Portee 8 milles. 

No. 10. Raz el Djedir.—2 feux blancs superposes. Portee 8 milles. 

No. 11. Raz Mujamelah, ou Raj Mfijaimla.—1 leu tournant. Portee 15 milles. 

No. 12. Port de Moka.—2 feux l-ouges superposes. Portee 8 milles. Bouees et 
mlts de signaux suivant les besoins. 


2° Paetie. 

No. 13. lie Tiran.—1 feu tournant. Portee 20 milles. 

No. 14. lies Kardachlar ou Brothers—1 feu tourant. Portee 18 milles. 

No. 15. lie Elkasr al Yemanieh.—1 feu flottant. Portee 8 milles. 

No. 16. He Matathu ou Mutato.—1 feu tournant. Portee 18 milles. 

No. 17. He Dorisch.—1 feu tournant. Portee 20 milles. 

No. 18. lie Vassaliet.—1 feu fixe. Portee 12 milles. 

No. 19. He Mikva ou sale Macova ou Scil Makaw\— 1 feu tournant. Portee 
20 milles. 

No. 20. Jibbel Teer.—1 feu fixe. Portee 15 milles. 

No. 21. lie Zebayer.—1 feu tournant. Portee 15 milles. 

No. 22. He Abou-Ail.—1 feu tournant. Portee 20 milles. 

No. 23. Moka.—1 feu scintillant. Portee 20 milles. 

3 e Paetie. 

No. 24. Golfe Persique.—Sur Pilot Quoin al’entree du Golfe Persique. Latitude 
28° 30' nord, longitude 56° 40' est; 1 phare tournant de minute en minute. Portee 
20 milles. 

No. 25. Entr6 du fieuve Euphrate.—Sur un banc a gauche en entrant de son 
embouchure et par 10 metres de profondcur. 1 feu flottant de 30 en 30 seconds. 
Portee 12 milles. Et des bouees, selon les besoins, a partir de ce banc jusqu’a 
Vechelle de Fao. 

No. 26. lie Bu-Musa.—1 feu tournant. Portee 20 milles. 

No. 27. Raz Moujab.—1 feu fixe, Portee 10 milles. 

4 a Paetie. — Cote Arabique ( Sud-Est ). 

No. 28. Raz Sharwain.—1 feu tournant. Portee 18 milles. 

No. 29. Hallani.—1 feu tournant. Portee 15 milles. 

No. 30. Raz-el-Hadd.—1 feu tournant. Portee 18 milles. 

Aeticle 2. 

L eclairage de la Mer Rouge, du Golfe Persique, et du littoral sud-est des cfites 
Arabiques se compose de quatre parties distinctes :— ... r 

La l rc partie coaiprend les ieux nimHMotes de 1 h 12 inclusiveuient; ces leux 
sont sp6ciaux a la navigation sur les cfites du Hedjaz et du Yemen de la Met Rouge, 
k partir de Suez jusquA Bab-el-Mandeb. 














La 2® partie comprend les feux numerotes de 13 a 23; ces feux sont destines 4 
servir exclusivement a la navigation internationale. 

La 3 e partie comprend les feux du Golf'e Pei'sique depuis l’embonchure d’Ormuz 
jusqu’4 Fao (entree de l’Euphrate) Nos. 24, 25, 26, et 27, ainsi quc les bouecs. 

La 4° partie comprend les feux Nos. 28, 29, et 30 qui seront etablis sur la partie 
sud-est, de la c6tc Arabique depuis les cotes au Golfe d’Aden jusqu’au detroit 
d’Ormuz. 

Les travaux seront executes dans les delais suivants :— 

La l rc partie dans les trois annees qui suivront 1’acceptation du Tarif Inter¬ 
national, dont il est parle 4 I’Article 3. 

La 2® et 3® parties dans les six annees et la 4® partie dans les sept annees qui 
suivront l’adoption du Tarif International. 

Les droits de la F® partie seront pcrgus dans les ports Ottomans, des que leur 
dclairage particulier commencera sur chaquc point. . 

Les droits de la 2® partie seront percu par moitie elds que six feux auront dtd 
allumes dans la Mer Rouge, et en totalite apr&s que les cinq autres feux auront dte 
completes. 

Les droits de la 3° partie et de la 4® partie seront percus des que les feux de 
chaque partie seront etablis. 

Article 3. 

Les droits de phares exigiblcs dans les ports du littoral du Hedjaz et du Yemen 
depuis Suez jusqu’au Bab-el-Mandeb seront porous sur la base de 10 paras par 
tonneau payable a l’cntrce et k la sortie, eonformement aux Tarifs actuellcment en 
\igueur dans l’Empire Ottoman, tels quc sur la cote de Syrie. 

Les droits de phares a acquitter par les navires qui profiteront des feux de la 
2®, 3®, et 4® parties seront percus eonformement au Tarif International qui sera etabli 
par les soins du Gouvernement Ottoman, d’accord avec les autres Puissances 
interessees et les concessionnaires. 

Article 4. 

Les tours, mftts, bateaux, feux, et maisons de gardiens a dtablir seront eleves ou 
construits aux frais des concessionnaires sur des terrains cedes gratuitement par le 
Gouvernement Ottoman. 

Dans le cas ou le Gouvernement Ottoman ne possdderait pas ces terrains, les 
concessionnaires en feraient eux-mdmes l’acquisition et se rembourseraient de la 
valeur de cet achat sur les redevances qu’ils auraient a paver a l’Amiraute. 

Le Gouvernement Ottoman cedera aussi gratuitement aux concessionnaires les 
locanx convenables pour les bureaux de la perception a proximity del’autorite du Port 
des Offices Sanitaires. 

S’il n’y a pas de loeaux disponibles, les concessionnaires les etabliront eux- 
memes en se remboursant, eomme il est dit au 2“ paragraphe du present Article, 
de la valeur de l’achat du terrain seulement. 

Les autoritds des lieux o4 les phares seront dtablis auront le droit d’entrer 
dans les phares, toutes les fois que des mesurcs de police ou d’ordre public pourront 
exiger leur presence, ces terrains etant consideres comme proprietes de l’L’tat. 

Article 5. 

Les materiaux destin6s a la construction ou a la reparation des tours et feux, 
l’outillage, les approvisionnements necessaires a l’eclairage, enfin tous les objets 
qui seront necessaires a l’Administration des Phares, seront exempts des droits de 
douane et de tous autres impftts pendant la duree du present Contrat sur tous les 
points de l’Empire Ottoman ou sont situesles phares qui forment lesujet du present 
Contrat. 

Les concessionnaires seront tenus de justifier de I’emploi de ces objets au 
service des phares, et de prendre toutes le mesures destinies 4 prdvenir les abus de 
la part de leurs employes. 

Article 6. 

Au fur et 4 mesure de la construction des phares precites, les concessionnaires 
seront charges 4 leurs frais de l’eclairage et de l’entretien de tous les feux etablis. 
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La duree de la prdsente Concession sera de quarante annees, qui commenceront 
4 courir 4 partir du jour ou les travaux de construction des trente phares seront 
terminus sur toutes les lignes. 

Article 7. 

Les concessionnaires auront la direction complete des phares sous la haute inspec¬ 
tion du Gouvernement Ottoman. La direction des travaux, l’organisation du service 
et de Pexploitation, le choix du personnel, sa revocation, la quotite des salaires, la 
repartition des attributions appartiendront exclusivement aux concessionnaires. 

Il est entendu que les concessionnaires adopteront pour principe d’employer 
autant que possible des sujets Ottomans, afin de les former au service des 
phares, 

Toutefois, les sujets Ottomans employes dans les phares ne pourront acquerir la 
protection etrangere, 

En outre, tous les employe's, quelle quc soil leur nationality, porteront I’uniforme 
de la Marine Imperiale, et seront consideres, 4 I’egard de leur position, sous 
l’autorite locale, comme les autres etrangers, au service public de l’Etat. 

Article 8. 

En cas de ndgligence dans le service dument constatee, il pourra etre infligd 
aux concessionnaires une amende de 1,000 h 5,000 piastres. Les irregularitcs pro- 
venant de causes autres que la negligence ne pourront, dans aucun cas, donner lieu 
4 l’application de cette penalitA 

En cas de negligence clcs employes charges de l’eclairage, et, en outre, de 
l’amende ci-dessus, des punitions, soit personnelles soit p6cuniaires, leur seront 
infligdes, selon le rdglement deja en vigueur. 

Article 9. 

Bien que les frais d’entretien du materiel soient en totality 4 la charge des 
concessionnaires, ils ne seront pas responsables des dotninages resultant des trcmble- 
ments de terre, des cas de guerre, d’incendie, d’attaques 4 main annee, d’empiete- 
ment de la mer, ou de tout autre cas de force majeure. Ces cas survenant, les 
reparations seront payees par un prelevcinent sur les recettes brutes jusqu’4 con¬ 
currence de leur entier montant, et avant toute repartition de ces recettes entro le 
Gouvernement et les concessionnaires. 


Article 10. 

En consideration des frais eleves de construction et d’entretien des phares 
formant l’objet du present Contrat, 1’Article IV de la Convention du 30 Juin 
(12 Juillel), 1879, concernant la somme de £ T. 25,000 que les concessionnaires 
devaient appliqucr 4 la construction de nouveaux feux, ainsi quc celle de £ T. 1,500 
annuelles pour l’entreticn de ccs feux est abroge. 

Cette obligation se trouve compEtement remplic par la construction et l’entre¬ 
tien des feux de la Y® partie, speciale au littoral des cotes du Hedjaz et du Yemen 
dans la Mer Rouge, et les concessionnaires seront enticement exonerds de cette 
charge eventucllement prevue. 

11 est entendu que dans le cas ou le Gouvernement Imperial Ottoman et les 
concessionnaires ne pourraient pas s’entendre avec les Puissances Maritimes pour 
1’applicalion du Tarif International, dont il est question a l’Article 3 du present 
Contrat, les concessionnaires ne construiront pas les feux ue la 2®, 3®, et 4® parties, 
mais seulement les feux de la 1“ partie. 

Article 11. 

Pour rdmundrer les concessionnaires des frais de construction, de l’entretien 
annuel, des employes, des approvisionnements, enfin, de toutes les depenses du 
service, il leur sera alloue 4 partir du jour du present Contrat jusqu’4 l’expiration 
de la Concession :— 

1. 78 pour cent jusqu’au 8 (20) Aout, 1884, et 72 pour cent 4 partir de cette 
[758] D 
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date sur la 1” partie, c’est-4-dire sur les cGtes du Hedjaz et du Yemen de la Mer 
Rouge, 4 partir de Suez jusqu’4 Bab-el-Mandeb, comprenant les feux qui seront 
construits de 1 4 12, conformdment aux stipulations du 8 (20) AoAt, 1860, et du 
80 Juin (12 Juillet), 1879. 

2. 90 pour cent sur les recettes des droits de phares de la 2 e , de la 3°, et de la 
4* partie. 

La difference, soit 22 pour cent et 28 pour cent pour la l rc partie, et 10 pour 
cent sur les trois autres parties, reviendront 4 l’Etat, comme compensation de son 
concours actif, des emplacements fournis gratuitement par lui pour l’^tablissement 
des feux, des locaux necessaires au service et a la perception des droits, ainsi que 
de tous les frais suppffimentaires qui seront occasionnes par le service de police dans 
les endroits ou les feux seront 6tablis, en execution du present Contrat. 

Les quotit^s des recettes brutes revenant a I’Etat lui seront compt6es chaque 
mois, conformement aux Etats r^guliers de comptabilite qui seront tenus par les 
concessionnaires. 


Article 12. 

Les navires de guerre seront exoner^s du paiement des droits de phares 
pendant la durde de la Concession. 

11 est entendu que cette exoneration des droits n’est accords qu’aux navires de 
guerre proprement dits, elle n’est applicable ni aux Compagnies subventionnees ou 
privilegffies, ni aux navires de PEtat qui pourraient 6tre affectds a des services 
postaux, coramerciaux, ou autres de meme nature. 

Le concours des autoritds maritimes sera donne aux concessionnaires pour 
proteger et assurer la perception des droits ainsi que le service de l’eclairage. 

Article 13. 

Les concessionnaires auront le droit de deffiguer la direction et Pad ministration 
du service 4 un mandataire special rdsidant 4 Constantinople ou en Egypte. 

Article 14. 

A Pexpiration de la Concession, les tours, phares, bouees, signaux, logements 
de gardiens, feux flottants, outillages, accessoires, et enfin tout le materiel sans 
exception, en bon 6tat d’entretien et conformement aux inventaires de l’Administra- 
tion, deviendront la proprffite du Gouvqrncment sans que les concessionnaires 
puissent r^clamer aucune indemnite pour cette remise. 

Article 15. 

Deux ans avant Pexpiration du terme de la presente Concession, le Gouverne- 
ment Imperial Ottoman nommera une Commission charg6e de verifier P6tat des 
phares. 

Lors de la nomination de cette Commission, les concessionnaires devront donner 
une garantie valable pour le paiement de tous les frais necessaires pour la mise des 
phares en bon 6tat. Si cette garantie n’6tait pas fournie, le Gouvernement Imperial 
Ottoman aurait le droit de saisir le produit des phares pendant le reste du terme 
pour garantir Pexiicution de ces reparations par lui-m&me. 


Article 16. 

En cas de dec4s d’un des concessionnaires, leurs heritiers ou ayants droit 
continueront a ex^cuter ou 4 faire executor le present Contrat pendant toute sa 
durde. 


Article 17. 

II est entendu que si le Gouvernement Ottoman croit devoir reprendre le 
service des phares, il aura toujours et en tout temps cette faculty, quelque soit le 
nombre d’anndes que la Concession aura a courir, sauf une indemnite qui sera 
arret6e entre les parties interess6es et en cas de disaccord par arbitrage. Dans 
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tous les cas, le Gouvernement Imperial devra payer cette indemnity avant que 
l’Administration des Phares passe entre ses mains, ou bien en garantir le 
paiement. 

Article 18. 

Toutes contestations qui pourraient s’ffiever entre le Gouvernement et les con¬ 
cessionnaires au sujet de l’cxecution ou de l’interpnHation de la presente Convention 
seront jugees par le Conseil d’Etat. 


Article 19. 

II est entendu que les concessionnaires ne seront tenus d’entreprendre 
l’etablissement des phares qui font l’objet du present Contrat qu’aprds que le 
Gouvernement de Sa Majeste Imperiale le Sultan aura pris les engagements neces¬ 
saires pour l’application du Tarif a etablir par une Commission rdguli&rement 
nommee a cet effet. 


Article 20. 

Le droit des concessionnaires a l’dtablissement des feux et 4 la perception des 
droits de phares s’etend a toutes les c6tes de l’Empire Ottoman ainsi qu’au littoral 
des pays oh s’exerce l’autorite spirituelle du Gouvernement Imperial. 

Si, dans quelques localites, il se presentait des difficult^ pour l’6tablissement ou 
1’^clairage des feux, le Gouvernement Imperial n’aurait rien 4 payer et ne serait en 
aucune faqon responsable de cc chef envers les concessionnaires. 

Constantinople, le 2 (14) Avril, 1881. 

(Signd) COLLAS et MICHEL. 

Au bas du Texte Turc:— 

Le Ministre et Commandant de la Marine, 

(Lesceau) Hassan Husni. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 10. 

Projected Lights in Red Sea, 

+No. 1. Yambo.—Very useful for British commerce, being the port of Medina, 
and much frequented by British steamers during the pilgrim season. 

No. 2. Shab Sabah.—Useful for making the port of Yembo. 

fNo. 3. Abou Faramish. — Very useful to British shipping, as marking the 
approach to Jeddah, the great port of the Hedjaz. It is now a regular port of call 
for several lines of steamers. 

fNo. 4. Ras Kohez.—(Same as for No. 3.) 

No. 5. Passage lights at Jeddah.—Unnecessary, as no ships could enter at 
night. 

No. 6. He Jezirat, Kishran.—Useful for development of local trade. 

No. 7. Kinfidah.—(Same as No. G.) 

fNo. 8. Hodeidah.—Port of call for British steamers, the natural position lor 
exportation produce of Yemen. 

No. 9. Ras-el-Bayath.—Useful for development of local traffic. Marks entrance 
to a very fine harbour. 

No. 10. Ras-el-Djedir (Hodeidah).—One light, No. 18, quite sufficient. 

No. 11. Ras Mujamela.—Useful for local traffic. 

No. 12. Port of Mocha.—Harbour light unnecessary. 

*No. 13. Jibbel Jihran.—Light not required here, but at Shab Mahmood, 
where it is entirely necessary for ships passing through the Red Sea from canal. 

*No. 14. The Brothers.—Very useful for through traffic. 

No. 15. lie El-Kasar, off Jeddah.—Useful for local traffic, and to ships 
approaching Jeddah from southward. 

*No. 16. lie Mutato.—Marks the approach to the narrows. Very useful as a 
warning to ships off their course. 

*No. 17. The Dorisch.—Useful to through traffic. 
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*No. 18. lies Vassalyeat.—(Same as No. 17.) 

*No. 19. Seil Makowa.—(Same as No. 17.) 

*No. 20. Jibbel Jir.—.Mark for through traffic. Hardly necessary. The island 
itself serving as a good beacon, being very high, steep, and free from all outlying 
dangers. 

*No. 21. The Zebayir.—Very useful to through traffic. 

*No. 22. lie Abou Ail.—Extremely necessary for through traffic. 

*No. 23. Mocha.—Light should be placed on Biam shoal. 

One small light is very necessary on the mainland opposite Perim. The channel 
is very narrow, and, as there are reefs off the eastern shore, when two ships meet 
suddenly at the entrance of the straits, coming from opposite directions, there is 
danger of the one taking the ground whilst steering so as to avoid collision with 
the other, owing to the impossibility under existing circumstances of judging 
the distance from the shore. 

N.B.—Lights marked thus * are of great importance to all vessels passing 
down the Red Sea. 

Those marked f are lights very useful to British trade in the Red Sea as 
existing at present. The others unmarked would be very useful for the develop¬ 
ment of British trade, for which there is a good field. 

Lights on the south-east coast of Arabia, useful only for development of local 
traffic. 

Persian Gulf lights veyy much required. 

Those on the list, with exception of light-ship off Euphrates and on Quoin 
Island, badly placed ; other positions should be selected. 

In all probability separate list exists for Persian coast, as also for Guardafui 
group of lights in Gulf of Bab-el-Mandeb. 


No. 10*. 

Board of Trade to Foreign Office.—(Received July 18.) 

Sir, Board of Trade, London , July 10, 18S1. 

I AM directed by the Board of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of the 25th ultimo, and its inclosures, on the subject of lighting the Red Sea, and I 
am to request that you will state to Earl Granville that the Board have given 
the matter their serious consideration, and desire now to offer the following 
observations. 

The Board gather from the correspondence which accompanied your letter now 
under reply, that it is considered unadvisable to give effect to the scheme which 
they had proposed, and which received the concurrence of the Secretary of State for 
India, with regard to the lighting of the Red Sea and the neighbouring waters 
through the agency of the Suez Canal Company. 

Assuming that this opinion is final, and looking to the fact that no alternative 
has been suggested, the Board of Trade, considering the urgency of the question 
both as regards the wants of shipping and the reported Concession granted to 
M. Michel by the Porte, feel bound to offer the following proposals :— 

1. As regards “the Brothers,” although this light is included in the list of 
those which it is proposed should be erected by M. Michel, the Board of Trade 
must protest against that gentleman being allowed in any way to interfere at this 
particular site. 

Although the island may belong to the Sultan, the jurisdiction is doubtful, and 
it is situated within the system of lights already established by the Egyptian 
authorities, and the erection of a light there has been long contemplated by those 
authorities. 

It would seem therefore that the proper course would be to urge the Egyptian 
Government to proceed with the necessary work at once, application being made to 
the Turkish Government to grant a site, following the precedent in the case of the 
Doedalus, and the Board of Trade will be ready to give every assistance in their 
power. 

2. As regards Cape Guardafui, it appears to the Board of Trade that these 
lights might be erected by Great Britain with the assistance of the Indian 
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authorities at Aden, which has already been promised by the Government of India, 
Aden being used as a base station for their maintenance. 

It will be remembered that the foreign Governments have already agreed to 
the imposition of the necessary dues. 

As, however, the sovereignty of the Egyptian Government over the coast has 
been conditionally recognized, it would appear desirable that that Government 
should be consulted in the first place, and requested to grant the necessary sites. 

It would also be desirable that the Egyptian Government should be asked 
to collect the dues payable for these lights at and about Cape Guardafui. 

The Board of Trade learn that the Miggerteyn Chiefs have already bound 
themselves to protect any work of the kind on their shores in which the British 
Government may be interested. 

3. As regards “Abou Ail° and “Mokha,” it is to be observed that these 
positions are under the sovereignty and within the jurisdiction of the Sultan. 

The proposed lights are included in M. Michel’s Concession, to which the 
Board of Trade continue to object on the following, among other grounds :— 

(a.) There are the same objections which have weighed with the Foreign Office 
against the Board of Trade proposal, viz., to allowing France to control important 
lights. The Board of Trade, without necessarily assenting to this objection, are of 
opinion that it applies equally to the Turkish proposal. 

(b.) The objection that the general trade ought not to pay for most of the 
lights proposed by M. Michel, as they are local lights. This objection does not, 
however, apply to the cases of “ Abou Ail ” and “ Mokha.” 

(c.) The necessity for some supervision of accounts and provision for the 
reduction of dues as soon as feasible. 

Unless these points can be satisfactorily met, the Board of Trade must 
recommend a refusal to consent to the Concession. 

4. As regards the additional light on Perim, the Board of Trade consider that, 
as previously proposed, it might be erected at the joint expense of the Home and the 
Indian Governments. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) C. CECIL TREYOR. 


No. 11.' 

The Earl of Duffer in to Earl Granville.—(Received July 31.) 

(No. 60. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Therapia, July 11,1881. 

1 HAVE the honour to inclose herewith copy of a note verbale received from 
the Sublime Porte, requesting Her Majesty’s Embassy to cause itself to be repre¬ 
sented on the Mixed Commission instituted in virtue of Article III of the Convention 
concluded with Messrs. Collas and Michel for lighting the coasts of the Red Sea, 
the Persian Gulf, and the south-east portion of the Arabian coast. 

For the last three months Her Majesty’s Embassy has been endeavouring to 
obtain either from the Porte or from the Ministry of Marine a copy of the Conces¬ 
sion lately granted to Michel Pasha, but on one excuse or another this request has 
been constantly eluded. 

The inclosed Memorandum by M. Preziosi will show your Lordship the last 
reply given by Assim Pasha in this matter. 

Under these circumstances, I have thought it right in my reply, copy of which 
is herewith inclosed, to reserve my answer to the invitation until I receive your 
Lordship’s instructions, and, in the meanwhile, to ask officially for a copy ol the 
Concession granted to Michel Pasha. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) DUEEERIN. 
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Inclosure 1 in No. 11. 

Note Verbale. 

CONFORMEMENT aux dispositions de 1*Article III de la Convention passde 
entre la Sublime Porte et MM. Collas et Michel pour Petablissement d’un systdme 
d’eclairage des c6tes de la Mer Rouge, du Golfe Persique, et du littoral sud-est des 
cdtes Arabiques, une Commission Mrxte a et6 institute a l’effet d’assurer l’accord 
pr6vu par cet Acte relativement au tarif des droits a acquitter par les navires qui 
profiteront des feux specifies dans le dit Article. 

Le Minist^re des Affaires Etrang6res vient prier l’Ambassade d’Angleterrc 
de vouloir bien se faire repr6senter au sein de cette Commission, qui siegera a 
I’Amirautd Imp6riale. 

Sublime Porte, le 28 Juin, 1881. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 11. 

Memorandum by M. Preziosi. 

LE jour ou j’ai demand^ officiellement a Assim Pacha de vouloir procurer 4 
I’Ambassade une copie de la Concession des phares de la Mer Rouge accordee A 
Michel Pacha, son Excellence m’a repondu de faire la demande par ecrit ayant 
besoiu de transmettre cette piece au Ministdrc de la Marine d’ou la copie de la 
Concession devait etre obtenue. 

(Signe) ROI3T. PREZIOSI. 

Therapia, le 8 Juillet , 1881. 


Inclosure 3 in No. 11. 

Note Verbale. 

HER Britannic Majesty's Embassy has the honour to acknowledge receipt of 
the note verbale , dated the 28th ultimo, by which the Ottoman Government invited 
the Embassy to be so good as to have itself represented on the Mixed Commission 
instituted for the purpose of insuring the arrangement foreseen in Article III of the 
Convention concluded between the Sublime Porte and MM. Michel and Collas 
for establishing a system of lighting the coasts of the Red Sea, the Persian Gulf, 
and the south-eastern portion of the Arabian coast. 

Reserving its answer to this invitation until receipt of the instructions which 
have been asked for from London, Her Britannic Majesty’s Embassy feels compelled 
to remind the Sublime Porte of the fact that, in spite of the repeated applications 
made by Mr. Goschen and Mr. Plunkett for a copy of the fresh Concession lately 
granted to Michel Pasha, this document, which has so direct a bearing on English 
shipping, has not yet been communicated to it. 

The Embassy finds itself therefore obliged to make officially, and in writing, 
the request for this document, and it has the satisfaction of hoping that there will 
thus be no longer any delay in furnishing a paper which has been so repeatedly 
asked for, and which lately again has been once more promised. 

Therapia, July 10, 1881. 
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No. 12. 

The Earl of Dufferin to Earl Granville.—(Received July 25.) 

(No. 64. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Therapia, July 17, 1881. 

I DESIRE to call your Lordship’s special attention to a singular pretension 
introduced into Article 20 of Michel Pasha’s Contract, forwarded to the Foreign 
Office in my despatch No. 63 of this day’s date. 

In that Article the concessionnaires’ right of establishing lighthouses is 
extended not only to all the coasts of the Ottoman Empire, but also to the littoral 
of all countries where the spiritual authority of the Imperial Government may be 
supposed to prevail! 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) DUFFERIN. 


No. 13. 


Mr. Coolcson to Earl Granville.—(Received July 25.) 


(No. 32. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Alexandria, July 19, 1881. 

WITH reference to your Lordship’s despatch No. 11, Commercial, ol the 14th 
ultimo, instructing me to ask the Egyptian Government whether the ‘'Three 
Brothers” Islands in the northern part of the Red Sea are under Egyptian or 
Turkish jurisdiction, 1 have the honour to inclose herewith a copy of a note which 
I have received from the Acting Minister for Foreign Affairs, informing me that 
these islands are within the jurisdiction of the Government of His Highness the 
Khedive. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) CHAS. A. COOKSON. 


Inclosure in No. 13. 

Falchry Pasha to Mr. Coolcson. 

M. le Gdrant, Le Caire, le 16 Juillet , 1881. 

EN r6ponse it la ddpeche que vous m’avez fait l’honneur de m’adresser le 
24 Juin dernier, je m’empresse de porter ii votre eonnaissance que les lies de la Mer 
Rouge connus sous le nom de “ Trois Fibres,” et situdes vers le 26° 20' de latitude, 
et 34° 50' de longitude, dependent du Gouvernement de Son Altesse le Khddive. 

Yeuillez, &c. 

Le Ministre des Affaires Etrangdres par interim, 

(Signe) H. EAKHRY. 
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No. 14. 

The Earl of Duffer in to Earl Gra7iville.—(Received July 25.) 

(No. 66. Commercial. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Constantinople , July 19, 1881. 

WITH reference to mv despatch No. 63, Commercial, Confidential, of the 
17th instant, I have the honour to transmit herewith to your Lordship two maps 
which have been furnished by Michel Pasha, showing the points where he proposed 
to erect his different lighthouses.* 

lie begs me, however, to explain that the points shown are approximative, and 
the exact position in which the lighthouses will be eventually built must depend on 
the nature and position of the spots at which they are to be erected. They will all, 
however, be at the furthest within a few hundred yards of the points indicated. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) DUEEERIN. 



No. 14*. 

Foreign Office to Board of Trade. 

Sir, Foreign Office. July 30, 1881. 

WITH reference to your letter of the 16th instant and previous correspondence 
on the subject of lighting the Red Sea, 1 am directed by Earl Granville to transmit 
to you two despatches from Lord Dufferin, inclosing copy of Messrs. Michel and 
Collas’ Concession for lighting the Red Sea, the Persian Gulf, and the south-east 
coast of Arabia, accompanied by maps, together with a further despatch calling 
attention to Article XX of the Concession.f 

I am also to inclose a despatch from the Acting British Agent and Consul- 
General in Egypt, in which he forwards copy of a note from the Egyptian Govern¬ 
ment, stating that “ the Brothers ” is within Egyptian jurisdiction, and a 
Memorandum by Mr. Malet, with suggestions as to the steps which should now be 
taken in the matter. 

L am to I'equest that you will lay these papers before the Board of Trade, and 
move them to favour Lord Granville with any observations they may have to make 
in the matter. 

As Mr. Malet will soon return to Egypt, Lord Granville would be glad to 
receive as early an answer as possible. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) CHARLES W. DILKE. 


No. 15. 

Earl Granville to the Earl of Duferin. 


(No. 74. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, August 3, 1881. 

1 HAVE received your Excellency’s despatch No. 60, Commercial, inclosing 
copy of a note verbale from the Porte, requesting Her Majesty's Embassy to cause 
itself to be represented on the Mixed Commission to consider the tariff* of dues to be 
fixed in connection with DIM. Collas and Michel’s Concession for lighting the 
Red Sea, Persian Gulf, and south-east coast of Arabia, together with a copy of your 
Excellency’s reply. 

• Not printed. j Nos. 


16 a 


I have to inform your Excellency that I approve the terms of your note to the 
Porte. 

I have to add that I have consulted the Board of Trade as to the answer which 
should be returned to the invitation of the Porte. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 16. 

Board of Trade to Foreign Office.—(Received August .) 

Sir, Board of Trade , London , August 22, 1881. 

I AM directed by the Board of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of the 30th ultimo, transmitting, among other papers, two despatches from Lord 
Dufferin on the subject of the lighting of the Red Sea and neighbouring waters, 
with copy (privately obtained) of the Concession recently granted by the Ottoman 
Government to MM. Michel and Collas. 

The Board are also in receipt of your further letter of the 3rd instant, inclosing 
a despatch in connection with the proposed constitution of a Mixed Commission to 
settle the tariff of dues to be levied by the concessionnaires. 

Referring to the request of Earl Granville to be furnished with the observations 
of the Board of Trade on these papers, I am, in the first place, to transmit copy of 
an extract from a Memorandum by one of their professional officers, Captain Sir 
George S. Nares, R.N., dealing with the details of the proposed scheme of lights, 
and I am to suggest that the same should be sent for Lord Dufferin’s information. 

As regards the Concession to Michel Pasha this Board think that it is open to 
many objections, and that it has been proposed and presented under circumstances 
of some suspicion. It proposes an extended system of lights, altogether beyond the 
immediate and urgent necessities of the case, and it does not appear to the Board of 
Trade to form a proper basis for negotiation. The Turkish Government might, 
however, be informed that Her Majesty’s Government would be ready to consider 
with them and with other Governments, to be represented, if necessary, by an 
International Commission, apart altogether from the proposed Concession, what 
new lights are urgently required in Turkish waters, and to what amount and 
under what conditions light dues might fairly be levied for their construction and 
maintenance. 

I am to add that this Department adhere to the views previously expressed by them 
in a letter, dated the 16th ultimo, as to the new lights for the Brothers, Guardafui, 
and Perim, and they would suggest that the Egyptian Government should be urged 
to proceed with the first of these lights. The construction of the extra lighthouse 
at Perim should be carried out at the joint expense of the Home and Indian Govern¬ 
ments, and the erection of the necessary lights at Guardafui should be undertaken 
by Great Britain. 

The original inclosures which accompanied your letters are returned, together 
with the plans. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) HENRY G. CALCRAET. 


Inclosure in No. 16. 

Extract from Memorandum by Captain Sir G. Nares, R.N. 

AS regards the value of some of the lights proposed in M. Michel’s scheme, I 
differ slightly in opinion with Lord Dufferin’s adviser, but the difference is only 
natural. I consider, what the trade have asked for, and are ready to pay for, and 
what the usual advisers to the Board of Trade have pronounced advantageous and 
sufficient at present. Whereas he has apparently approached the subject on a 
broader basis, with a view to provide a complete system of lights along the whole 
route in the Red Sea. But for such a comprehensive plan the general trade are, 
I believe, at present unwilling to pay. 
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Paet 1. —Local Lights in Red Sea. 

This relates to local lights at or near to the principal ports on the Turkish side 
of the Red Sea, which in no way affect the passing trade, and which trade it is not 
proposed to tax for their support. 

All the ports named are under Turkish jurisdiction. 

Nos. 1 and 2 mark the port of Yembo, the seaport of Medina. These have not, 
I believe, been asked for by the British trade, but they would be useful, and I think 
the trade might be willing to pay for them. 

Nos. 3, 4, 5, and 15 in Part 2 mark the port of Jeddah, the seaport of Mecca. 
Although No. 5 is not of much use, the others are much required by the local trade. 
The Board of Trade have already informed the Foreign Office that there is urgent 
need for the neighbourhood to be better marked (68G8, 1S80). 

Nos. G to 12 are local lights at or near the principal trading ports, as to the 
value of which for the present on prospective British trade the local authorities are 
the best judges. 

As far as I can learn, only three of these twelve lights (those in the neighbour- 
ood of Jeddah) have been asked for by the trade. 


Paet 2 .—Passing Lights in Red Sea. 

In this list amongst many not required are contained those in the Red Sea and 
elsewhere that are really necessary for the passing trade, and which all parties 
interested wish to have erected. 

Nos. 11, 22, and 23 are the lights asked for as urgently necessary,—the 
Brothers, Abou Ail, and Mocha. 

No. 21, on the Zebayer group, would be useful, but I doubt the willingness of 
the trade to pay for it at present. 

Nos. 13, 15, and 20 are not required by passing ships. No. 13 is a local light 
at the entrance to the Gulf of Akabah. No. 15 is near Jeddah, and only locally 
useful. No. 20 is on a high island which can always be seen at night by vessels 
passing near, and which is in itself rather an assistance than a danger to 
navigation. 

Nos. 16, 17, 18, and 19. As regards the usefulness of these I differ in opinion 
with that emanating from Therapia. 

1st. These lights, or any elsewhere to answer the same purpose, have not yet 
been demanded by the trade, and 1 doubt their willingness to pay for them. 

2nd. They are situated on the most dangerous side of the channel, which it is 
desirable that navigators should shun. 

3rd. As regards No. 1P>, it is stated that it would be useful for vessels out of 
their course. The same is all that can be said of any of the four, for vessels in their 
course would not pass nearer than 30 miles of any of them. 

If lights are required in these parts, in lieu of Nos. 1G and 17, a single light on 
Kararn Musamahu, in latitude 18° 48' on the west side of the channel, would be 
preferable (as proposed by the French Hydrographcr in 1S70). This would enable 
vessels to keep on the western and safest side of the Red Sea, would give a run of 
250 miles between it and Jebel Teir, with a passage 20 miles broad on either side of 
the vessel, clear of danger, and with an extra light (No. 19) would leave little further 
to be desired even for the most reckless navigation. 

There is thus, at present, a demand lor only three of these lights, Brothers, 
Abou Ail, and Mocha, with a prospect by-and-by, perhaps, of three more, Karam, 
Musumahn-Seil Makowa, and either Jebel Tier or Zabayer. 

Paet 3. —Passing and Local Lights in Persian Gulf. 

Nos. 24 and 25 would be valuable lights, but the trade is, I believe, disinclined 
to pay for them. 

Nos. 26 and 27. It is doubtful if these are necessary. These lights are all inside 
the Persian Gulf. 

With the exception of the light at the mouth of the Euphrates River (No. 25), 
none of them are situated in waters under Turkish jurisdiction, and I believe the 
Turkish Government has no right to grant any Concession; they might as well 
legislate for the lights in the English Channel as for those in the Persian Gulf. 
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Paet 4. —Passing and Local Lights on the South-east Coast of Arabia. 

These lights are on the south-east coast of Arabia, and I doubt the Turkish 
Government having jurisdiction ; at all events, the Arabs will not acknowledge it. 

Nos. 28 and 29 are of doubtful advantage. 

No. 30. An excellent position for a valuable light, but it has not yet been 
asked for. 

In the Therapia paper an additional light, not mentioned in M. Michel’s scheme, 
is proposed at Shah Mahmood, at the south-east entrance to the Gulf of Suez. 
However advantageous this light might be for vessels trading between the Gulf of 
Suez and the Northern Red Sea ports, it is not necessary for vessels passing up or 
down the Red Sea. With a light on the Brothers, only 100 miles from Shadwan 
Island, on the west side of the entrance to the gulf, there will be little difficulty in 
vessels navigating in safety. 

A light is also proposed on the Arabian shore, opposite Perim. The necessity 
for ail additional mark in this main channel has been provided for by the proposed 
erection of a secondary light on Obstruction Point, the extreme east point of Perim 
Island. 

It is to be remarked that the scheme of lights on the chart and that on Letts 
Map, stated to be lights proposed by Michel Pasha, are each different from the 
scheme alluded to in these papers. 

On Lett’s Map a light is shown as required on the seven islands at the south 
entrance of the Red Sea; it would be a useful light, but J doubt the willingness of 
the trade to pay for it. 

As our trade must necessarily be heavily taxed for the lights they have asked 
for at Guardafui and elsewhere, we should keep the Red Sea dues as low as possible 
by only erecting the lights absolutely necessary. 

(Signed) G 3. X. 

August 20, 1881. 


No. 17. 

Earl Granville to the Earl of Dufferin. 

(No. 87. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, September 3, 1881. 

WITH reference to mv despatch No. 74, Commercial, of the 3rd of last month, 
and previous correspondence, on the subject of the lighting of the Red Sea and the 
Concession granted by the Porte to Messrs. Michel and Collas, I now inclose, for your 
Excellency’s information, copy of a letter from the Board of Trade, inclosing copy of 
a Memorandum by Sir G. Nares, R.N., on Messrs. Michel and Collas’ proposed 
scheme of lights for the Red Sea. south-east coast of Arabia and Persian Gulf, 
together with a copy of the reply which I have caused to be returned thereto, and 
of the instructions which 1 have addressed to Mr. Malet on the subject of the 
lights to be erected on “ The Brothers,” and in the neighbourhood of Cape Guardafui.* 

I also inclose copies of a previous letter from the Board of Trade, to which 
reference is made in their present letter, and of the reply which was returned 
to it.f 

1 have to request your Excellency to inform the Porte that Her Majesty’s 
Government object to the scheme of Messrs. Michel and Collas, and are not prepared 
to accept the Porte’s invitation to Her Majesty’s Embassy to be represented on a 
Mixed Commission to conclude arrangements in connection with the proposed 
Concession, but that they will be ready to consider with the Ottoman and other 
Governments to be represented, if necessary, by an International Commission, apart 
altogether from the proposed Concession, what new lights are urgently required in 
Turkish waters, and to what amount, and under what conditions, light dues might 
fairly be levied for their construction and maintenance. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


• Board of Trade, August 22 ; to ditto, September 3 ; to Mr. Malet, No. 

•f Board of Trade, July 1C ; to ditto, July 30, 1881. 
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, September 3,1881. 
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No. 18. 


Earl Granville to Mr. Malet. 

{No. 19. Commercial.) 

®ir, Foreign Office, September 3,1881. 

WITH reference to your Memorandum of the 29th July and previous corre¬ 
spondence relative to the lighting of the Red Sea, I transmit, for your information, 
copies of correspondence, as marked in the margin,* relating to this subject, and to 
the Concession granted by the Porte to MM. Michel and Collas, and I have to 
instruct you to urge the Egyptian Government to proceed as rapidly as possible 
with the construction of the light on “The Brothers,” and to ask their consent to 
the erection by Her Majesty’s Government of the proposed lights at and near 
Guardafui. 

You will also inquire, as suggested by the Board of Trade in their letter of the 
16th July, whether they would be willing to collect the dues payable for the 
Guardafui lights. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 18 a. 

Count d’Aunay to Earl Granville.—(Received September 26.) 

M, le Comte, Ambassade de France, Londres, le 23 Septembre, 1881. 

MON Gouvernement a et 6 informd qu’un projet d’eclairage de la Mer Rouge et 
du Golfe Pcrsique a etd present^ a, la Porte par MM. Michel et Collas, Administra- 
teurs des Phares de I’Empire Ottoman, et quo le Sultan a sanctionne une decision 
du Conseil des Ministrcs favorable & leur demande de Concession. 

Mon Gouvernement m’a en mfime temps fait savoir que ce projet lui paraissait 
de nature 4 donner it la navigation dans ces parages des garanties de s6eurit6 qui 
lui out jusqu’4 present fait ddfaut. II m’a, en consequence, chargd d’exprimer a 
votre Excellence le ddsir que le Gouvernement Anglais voulut bien faciliter l’adop- 
tion des propositions de MM. Michel ct Collas que votre Excellence trouvera 
rdsumees dans le Memoire et dans la lettre dont j’ai l’honneur de lui transmettre 
ci-joint copie. 

Ainsi que vous le remarquerez, M. le Comte, le projet elabore par les Adminis- 
trateurs des Phares de I’Empire Ottoman comprend, pour la Mer Rouge deux 
categories distinctes de phares: ceux qui seraient dtablis sur le littoral Turc de la 
prcsqu’ile Arabique en vue d’en assurer l’acces au commerce local, et ceux qu’il 
conviendrait d’driger sur le parcours de la ligne suivie par la navigation inter- 
nationale entre 1’Europe et I'Indo-Chine. 

Or, si le Gouvernement Ottoman a toute autoritd, en ce qui concerne les phares 
de la premiere catdgorie, pour prescrire 1’application des droits actucllement en 
vigueur en Turquie, il n’en est pas de m6me pour ceux qui appartiennent a la 
seconde. La perception des droits affdrents 4 ces derniers ne pourrait 6tre effective 
qu’en vertu d’un tarif special applicable aux bhtiments particulidrement appelds 4 
bdtieficier de ces nouvelles creations; et la quotitd de ces droits doit faire I’objet 
d’une entente prdalable entre les Puissances et les concessionnaires. 

MM. Michel et Collas sont en instance a Constantinople pour provoquer dans le 
but d’dtablir cette entente, la reunion d’une /Commission Internationale A laquelle 
ils soumettraient leur avant-projet, et M. Tissot a dtd invite 4 leur prftter l’appui de 
ses bons offices pour aplanir les difficultds que pourrait rencontrer une entreprise 
au succes de laquelle toutes les Puissances Maritimes sont dgalement interessdes. 

Dans le cas oil, comrac je l’csp&re, votre Excellence serait disposde a accueillir 
favorablement la demande de MM. Michel et Collas, je la prierais, au nom de raon 
Gouvernement, de vouloir bien inviter le Representant du Gouvernement Britan- 
nique k Constantinople 4 hater autant que possible la reunion de la Commission 
Internationale projeiee. 

* Hoard of Trade, July 1C; to ditto, July 30; Board of Trade, August 22; to ditto, September 3 ■ to tin* 
Earl of Dufferin, No. , September 3, 18B1. 
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Je serais trds oblig'd k votre Excellence de me retourner les pieces ci-jointes 
aprds en avoir pris eonnaissance. 


Veuillez, &c. 

(Sign 6) Comte D’AUNAY. 


No. 18 b. 

Earl Granville to Count d'Aunay. 

M. le Charge d’Affaires, Foreign Office, October 20, 1881. 

1 HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your note of the 
23rd ultimo, with its inclosure, relative to the scheme of MM. Michel and Collas 
for lighting the Red Sea, the south-east coast of Arabia, and the Persian Gulf, 
and expressing the hope that Her Majesty’s Government will give their support 
to it. 

In reply, I beg leave to inform you that Her Majesty’s Government, having 
carefully examined the scheme in question and the Concession granted to 
MM. Michel and Callas, considered them open to serious objections. They there¬ 
fore instructed Her Majesty’s Ambassador at Constantinople to inform the Porte 
that they objected to the scheme, and were not prepared to accept the Porte’s 
invitation to Her Majesty’s Embassy to be represented on a Mixed Commission to 
conclude arrangements in connection with the proposed Concession, but that they 
would be ready to consider with the Ottoman and other Governments, to be repre¬ 
sented if necessary by an International Commission, apart altogether from the 
proposed Concession, what new lights were urgently required in Turkish waters, 
and to what amount and under wl.at conditions light dues might fairly be levied for 
their construction and maintenance. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 19. 

M. Challemel-Lacour to Earl Granville.—(Received January 24.) 

M. le Comte, Ambassade de France, Londres, le 23 Janvier, 1882. 

A LA date du 24 Septembre dernier, j’ai eu l’honneur de faire savoir k votre 
Excellence que le Gouvernement Ottoman, aprfes avoir concede a MM. Michel et 
Collas l’eclairage de la Mer Rouge et du Golfe Persique, avait propose aux Gou- 
vernements interessds de conlier k une Commission Mixte Internationale le soin 
d’arr&ter les bases d’un tarif special applicable 4 un certain nombre des navires 
appelds a bdneficier de cette entreprise. Je priais en meme temps votre Excellence 
de vouloir bien, si le Gouvernement de la Reine etait disposd a accueillir ce projet, 
faire hftter autant que possible, en ce qui le concernait, la reunion de la Commission 
en question. 

Votre Excellence m’a fait l’honneur de me rdpondre, le 20 du mois suivant, que 
le Cabinet do Londres avait fait savoir 4 la Porte que cette Concession lui paraissait 
sujette 4 de sdrieuscs objections et qu’il n’dtait pas disposd 4 se faire reprdsenter 
dans la Commission Mixte. 

M. le Ministre des Affaires Etrang&res me charge de rappeler 4 votre Excel¬ 
lence qu’a la fin de la lettre prdcitde en date du 20 Octobre le Gouvernement de la 
Reine se ddclarait pr6t a examiner, de concert avec la Turquie et les autres 
Puissances, quels seraient les nouveaux phares qu’il serait urgent d’dtablir dans les 
eaux Ottomanes et quelles seraient les conditions 4 adopter et les taxes 4 percevoir 
pour subvenir aux frais de construction et d’entretien de ces phares. Or, la 
Commission dont il s’agit devant avoir prdcisdment pour objet I’examen de la 
question des phares 4 erder dans la Mer Rouge, et la fixation d’un tarif de droits 
4 percevoir corarae consequence de l’dtablissement de ces feux, il a sembld 4 
M, le Ministre des Affaires Etrangdres que le refus qui a etd notifid par le Gouverne¬ 
ment de la Reine de se faire representer dans cette Commission se conciliait 
difficilement avec les dispositions favorables dont il se montrait animd en ce qui 
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concerne les mesures a prendre pour assurer la sAcurite de la navigation dans la 
Mer Rouge. 

D’autrc part, votre Excellence n’ayant pas cru devoir prAciser la nature des 
objections quo la Concession ellc-nieme lui parait soulever, mon Gouvernement 
pense quo, en ce qui concerne la c6te Arabique, le droit absolu d’accordcr des 
Concessions sur cette cote ne pcut pas fitre conteste au Gouvernement du Sultan, 
et, quant aux autres rivages, il me charge de rappeler h votre Excellence que non 
seulement MM. Michel et Colins etaient particulierement designes a la confianee du 
Sultan par la maniere dont ds se sont acquittes de leurs obligations anterieures, 
mais qu’ils ont Atuclie depuis plusieurs annees, a la demande du Gouvernement 
Ottoman, un systeme com plot d’eclairage de la Mer Rouge, en sorte quo la Conces¬ 
sion qui leur est accordee n’est en rAalite que la consecration de droits acquis par de 
longues et dispendieuses etudes. 

Je viens done prior votre Excellence de vouloir bien soumottre cette question & 
un nouvel examen ; mon Gouvernement serait heureux d’apprendre quo le Gouverne¬ 
ment de Sa MajcstA a autorise son RcprAsentant a Constantinople a accepter 
l’invitation du Gouvernement Ottoman. 

Yeuillez, &c. 

(Signe) CHALLEMEL-LACOUIt. 


Earl Granville to M. Challemel-Lacour. 


M. l’Amhassadcur, Foreign Office, February 6, 1S82, 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Excellency's note of 
the 23rd ultimo respecting the Lighthouse Concession granted by the Porte to 
MM. Michel and Collas. 

In reply, I beg to slate that the action taken in the matter by Her Majesty’s 
Government docs not appear to be fully understood. Her Majesty’s Government 
are of opinion that the first point to be examined and considered is the necessity of 
the case as regards the requirements of shipping, and, in the next place, the 
equitable payment to be made by shipping for the services thus afforded to naviga¬ 
tion. The question of management of the lights, whether directly by the State or 
by persons to whom this duty is intrusted by the State, i> a matter for subsequent 
consideration. Iler Mnjc.xt\’s Government have therefore announced that they arc 
ready to consider with the Porte and other Governments concerned, if necessary, 
by means of an International Commission, what new lights are required in Turkish 
waters, and to what amount, and under what conditions, iight dues may fairly be 
levied for their construction and maintenance. It is thought that the subject 
should be approached and treated from this point of view, and not be made 
dependent upon any particular scheme for the construction of lighthouses on the 
Ottoman coasts. The question, moreover, cannot be kept altogether distinct from 
that of the existing bahts. The conditions upon which Her Majesty’s Government 
gave their assent to the collection of the dues now levied, as the French Government 
are aware, have not been fulfilled, and they would most strongly deprecate any 
interference with existing lights in the Red Sea, or with measures in contemplation 
for the better lighting of that sea. 

As regards an inquiry, of a general character and without reference to any 
particular scheme, for lighthouse improvement in Turkey, Her Majesty’s Govern¬ 
ment are quite ready, in communication with the Porte and other Powers concerned, 
to act with the French Government, and will be very happy to do so. 

I trust that this explanation will meet the objects which the Government of the 
Republic have in view. 

I have, &c. 

(Sitrned) GRANVILLE. 


Earl Granville to Lord Lyons.* 

(No. 35. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office , February 6, 1882. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 327, Commercial, of the 26th December 
last, I transmit, for your Excellency’s information, copy of a note from the French 
Ambassador on the subject of MM. Michel and Collas’ Concession for lighting the 
Red Sea, &c., together with copy of my reply.f 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 21. 

M. Tissot to Earl Granville.—(Received dime 6.) 

M. le Comte, Ambassade de France , Londres, le 2 Juin, 1882. 

LE (*> FAvrier dernier votre Excellence a bicn voulu faire connaitre a mon 
prddecesseur les bases sur lesquelles le Gouvernement Britannique entend examiner, 
d’aecord avec les autres Puissances et la Turquic, le projet de MM. Michel et Collas 
relatif a I’oehairagc de la Mer Rouge et du Golfo Persique. Dans la pensee de votre 
Excellence la Commission Internationale reunie a cet effet, apres s’etre enquis des 
intercts de la navigation et des taxes a percevoir pour les nouveaux feux, etudierait 
la question de savoir si le soil) de la construction et dc l’entretien des pharos doit 
apparlenir a l’Etat ou etre confie a une Co ipagnie partieuliere. En outre, comme 
l’Aclairage projete de la Mer Rouge est regarde par le Gouvernement Anglais 
comme Al.mt la continuation vers [’Extreme-Orient des fe ix existanis sur les autres 
cAtes de l’Empire, la Commission aurait a rochcrcher, indAptndamment de tout 
systAme particulier, quclles seraient les ameliorations a apportcr a i’Aelairuge de ces 
cotes. 

Cette maniere dc voir, votre Excellence le comprcndra, tendrait a Acuiter 
comme non avenue la Concession aocordAe a MM. Michel et Collas et h attribuer 
aux Puissances Maritimcs la faeulte de decider si le Gouvernement Ottoman devra 
se reserver ou non la construction et I’admiuistration des nouveaux pliares. Mon 
Gouvernement estime done qu’cllc se concilierait diflicilemcnt avec le respect des 
droits dc souveraineto du Sultan, et qu’en I’absenee de toute raison serieuse qui la 
justifie, il serait d’autant moins conforme a 1’equite de ne tenir aueuu eompte des 
arrangements conclus entre la Porte et les eonccssionnaires quo le projet dont il 
s’agit est le rAsultat des longues et dispendieuses etudes poursuivics par ces derniers 
d’accord avee I’Amiraute ItnpAriale. Quant au projet en liii-mAme, votre Excellence 
ne saurait mcconnailre qu’il ne presente un caraetere incontestable d’utilite generale 
et ne paraisse de nature a satislaire aux besoins de la navigation internationale. 
Il est done permis de penser que le Gouvernement Britannique, cjui se prAoccupe a 
juste titre des intercts generaux de la navigation, ne voudra pas, apres un nouvel 
examen de la question, retarder davantage la reunion de la Commission appelee a 
discuter cc projet et a y apporter les modifications que les Puissances jugeraient 
nAcessaires. 

Le Gouvernement de la Republiquc nc voit, d’aillcuvs, aucune objection a ce 
qu’il soil procAdA A une enquete relalivement aux feux existants bien quo cette 
partic de 1’Aclairage des cotes Ottomaues soit absolument independante du reseau 
qu’il s’agit de creer dans la Mer Rouge. Les pharos qui se trouvent actucllement 
dans les”eaux Torques de la Mediterranee, de l’Adtialiquc, et de la Mer Noire, ont 
Ate construits, en elfct, en vertu de la Concession accordee en 1860 a MM. Michel et 
Collas, Concession prolongec en 1879 pour quinze nouvelles annees. 

Il est toutefois bien entendu que 1’enquete proposAc aurait pour but exclusif de 
se rendre eompte des ameliorations a introduire, le eas eeheant, dans le fonctionne- 
ment de ces pliares et nullement de remettre en discussion les conditions du contrat 
con cl u entre la Porte et les concessionnaircs. Les dispositions de cet arrangement 
ainsi que le tarif du droit de pAage en monnaic metallique ont Ate, en effet, acceptes 
partoutes les Grandes Puissances sans exception et si le Gouvernement Britannique 

* Als > to I.ord Duflerin (No. 8, Commercial), and Sir E. Malet (No. 4, Commercial), mutatis mutandis. 

t Nos. 19 and 20. 
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I shall be obliged if your Excellency will be so good, at your early convenience, 
as to favour me with your advice as to the best course for Her Majesty’s Govern¬ 
ment to take in the matter. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 25. 

The Earl of Duferin to Earl Granville.—(Received May 2.) 

(No. 5. Egypt. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Cairo, April 24, 1883. 

f HAVE to apologize to your Lordship for my delay in replying to your 
Commercial despatch of the 22nd December last relative to the Red Sea Lighthouse 
Service. It is a subject which required close application to master, and it was only 
during spare moments of my time that I was able to go through the considerable 
mass of documents forwarded to me from the Foreign Office in regard to it. 

Of the four lights mentioned in the correspondence with the Board of Trade, 
only two, namely, that upon “ the Brothers ” and the one at Cape Guardafui, 
would concern the Egyptian Government. The lighthouse on “ the Brothers ” 
is already finished. The erection of a light on Guardafui would be attended with 
many difficulties. The Somali Chief is opposed to the undertaking, and if a light 
station were established there it would be necessary to defend it with an armed 
guard. An Egyptian guard could not be trusted either to protect themselves or 
their station from the attacks of the neighbouring tribes. In the event of a night 
assault, they would probably abandon their guns and leave the entire establishment 
in the possession of the enemy. If the project is to be executed, I am afraid we 
shall have to provide a guard of English or Indian troops for the light. Before, 
however, Her Majesty’s Government comes to any decision on the point, I think it 
well to mention that the result of my inquiries at Alexandria and at Suez in relation 
to the subject rather tends to show that a lighthouse on Cape Guardafui is scarcely 
wanted. Most of the ships passing up and down the Red Sea, I am told by persons 
intimately acquainted with the navigation, take a northerly course, and do not go 
near the cape. The weather is often very thick in the neighbourhood, and it is 
asserted that vessels would incur great danger in looking for the light. Several 
captains whose opinions have been asked are strongly against placing a light on 
Guardafui. 

But though there may be some doubt as to the expediency of the undertaking, 
no financial difficulties would impede its execution. The revenues of the Light¬ 
house Administration have of late years been rapidly increasing, while its outlay 
has diminished. All the original capital has been repaid to the Government, ana 
19,000/. besides. Under the arrangement as it now exists, the Egyptian Govern¬ 
ment will get the benefit of the difference between the receipts, which amount to 
70,000/., and the expenditure, which only comes to 27,000/. 

With regard to the other three lights, viz., those at Abou Ail, Mokha, and 
Jebel Teir, they would all be erected on Turkish territory. Everybody seems agreed 
that the light at Abou Ail is absolutely necessary, and that a light at Mokha is 
also desirable. It is doubtful, however, whether the light at Jebel Teir is so 
necessary. Sir George Nares in his Memorandum distinctly states that it is not 
required. 

With regard to the Collas Concession, I do not imagine there will be much 
difficulty. If the Porte were distinctly informed that there was no prospect of Her 
Majesty’s Government coming to an understanding on the tariff question, the 
Government of the Sultan might be able to use the announcement as a plea for 
nullifying the Concession, and negotiations might then be opened for the acquisition 
of a site on Abou Ail, and for permission to erect a light at Mokha. 

With regard to the other questions raised by the Board of Trade, it may be 
observed that there will probably be many difficulties in the way of the levying of 
dues by Her Majesty’s Government at Suez. The better plan would seem to be that 
proposed by the Foreign Office, namely, to keep the Red Sea and Guardafui lights 
separate, and to work them through an Egyptian Board which would collect the 
dues at Suez. Upon this Board Great Britain should have a Representative, as 
should also the Porte, if the Ottoman Government agree to the proposed arrange¬ 
ments at Mokha and Abou Ail. If a proper scheme were prepared and com¬ 
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municated to the Powers, it may fairly be hoped that permission could be obtained 
for the Egyptian Government to levy dues upon their ships at Suez. This should 
not, however, be allowed to retard the erection of the additional passing lights in 
the Red Sea, as they could almost be supported by the British trade alone 

The only alternative to the foregoing mode of procedure appears to be a 
proposal to the Powers for an International Commission (the Collas Concession 
being ignored) to consider what new lights are required in Turkish waters; but 
this mode of dealing with the question would probably, however, lead to intolerable 
delay. 

I have the honour, according to your Lordship’s directions, to return the 
papers sent to me, in original, with your Commercial despatch of the 22nd 
December. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) DUFEERIN. 


No. 26. 

The Earl of Dufferin to Earl Granville.—(Received May 8.) 

{No. 7. Egypt. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Cairo, April 30,1883. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 5, Commercial, of the 24th instant, I have 
the honour to inclose herewith a brief statement [of the receipts and expenditure 
of the Lighthouse Administration during the years 1880,1881, and 1882. Your 
Lordship will observe that the receipts last year amounted to £ E. 75,735, and the 
expenditure to £ E. 25,293, so that the benefit to the Egyptian Government is even 
greater than was stated in my above-mentioned despatch. 

It is to be noted that, amongst the foregoing expenses, there was an item 
during the past year of about 20,500/. for a new steam-ship, and another of 2,500/. 
for the cost of “ the Brothers ” lighthouse, the total of these two disbursements 
amounting to £. E. 21,299. In the Egyptian Budget this sum is included in the 
ordinary expenditure, and the sum which otherwise would have been placed to the 
credit side of the account is thus considerably reduced; whereas, both the items, 
and especially the purchase of the steamer, should be regarded as exceptional 
expenses. Hitherto, the Egyptian Government have merely recouped themselves 
for the capital originally expended in the construction of the lighthouses, but it is 
clear that in the future they will have a large surplus at their disposal. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) DUFEERIN. 
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Receipts. 


1880 .. 

1881 .. 

1882 .. 


Total 


P.T. p. 
5,390,541 14 
6,925,142 24 
7,573,547 32 


19,889,231 30 


Expenses. 


1880 .. 

1881 .. 

1882 .. 


Total 


P.T. p. 
2,340,885 07 
2,266,171 30 
2,529,357 22 

7,136,414 19 


For years 1880, 1881, and 1882*— 
Maintenance ”... ' * 

New steamer and new lights .. 

Total • • 


P. T. p. 
7,135,414 19 
2,129,927 0 

9,266,341 19 


Total of Expenditures. 



1880. 

1881. 

1882. 

Central Divan and branches .. 

Lighthouses and workshop 

Steam-ship 

Total 

P.T. p. 
970,053 5 

916,712 37 
454,119 5 

P. T. p. 

994,040 18 
973,001 28 
299,129 24 

P.T. p. 
1,012,926 7 
1,032,606 19 
483,824 36 

2,340,885 7 

2,266,171 30 

2,529,357 22 


(Signed) 


MORICE PASHA. 


• Includes new light at Brothers and new 


lighthouse steamer, built in 


England, and paid for.—J. M. 



No. 27. 

Memorandum by the Earl of Uufferm.-{Eecei m i September 1.) 

, _ , 0 , t hink Mr. Wyndham ought to be sent 

WITH regard to the i \ 0 inform the Porte that under no 

pies of these papers, and be instructea ce . Q the Collas Concession, 

cuinstance will the British Governm ‘ ^ n the Porte the necessity for 

r. Wyndham should then be requested t p_ and a Concession for the 

e erection of a light at A ou should be explained to the Ottoman 

cessary sites should be demanded. Jft P f these lights should be 

overnment that it is piopos . the Porte would be represented. The 

sted in a Board sitting at Suez, on j j is foothold in Egypt, that this 

arkish Government is 30 ^e ZleU^ 6 to its acceptance. Major 

•ovision might possibly recommend t arran „ing f or the constitution ol the 

aring will have no difficulty, I *»“*“*.' Editions 8 ,nontioned by the Board of 
oarcTof Management at Sues ^ in a position to require the 

rade and the Indian Office He tine to th ' e light dues, 

gyptian Government to send in the accounts relat.ng to g 

I return the papers. (Signed) HXJEFERIN. 

August 30, 1883. 


G< 


[ 758 ] 




















24 b 
No. 28. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Baring. 

(No. 65. Commercial.) Foreign Office, September 24,1883. _ 

thC TtcTosf ta“ foftTinfo^ation, "despondencee on the 

subject, from which you will perceive the decision arrived at by Her Majesty s 

Government.* ^ ^ ^ proceedi as rcgards the Red Sea lights in the 

manner" suggested by Lord Dufferin, namely, to take the necessary steps for the 

attention. j 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 

~” No. 29. 

Earl Granville to Mr. Wyndham. 

(No. 168. Commercial.) p n Sept her 24l> 188 3. 

Sir ’ T uivr tn inform vou that I have been in communication with Lord Dnfferin 
with result to the question of the Turkish Lighthouse Service generally, and as to 
?hfer r eXn of additi'onal ^“ for t e M Sea navigation ^ _ 

• I . h f e :: KtheWXU namely, to inform the Porte 

distinctly that^Her Majesty’s Oov'mrnment Jeclino to rwc^niae 

CoU f ‘ft&Mh atTto ty™yo W nd September 1884, unless the conditions laid 
down in’my’despatch No/ffff, "comme^of ^he 28 * June, com, 

plied with in sufficient time for fu Maiestv’s Government further 

billet aS= o W ML Turkish lights to the 

ligh r^ds h th« you will -g g est tliat irnmecfiate steps shall be taken for 

“Z 5 K5 lights tt’ Red Sea SU vested* in*a Hoard to sit 

at Suez. j am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 

No. 30. 

The Earl of Dufferin to Earl Granville.— (Received October 24.) 

(No. 327. Commercial.) Therapia, October 16, 1883. 

My Obedience to the instructions conned u. y-^pntchjo. 168 ofjhe 

one 1 aunouncing^our^Jisindination^ to ’me^tabned^ b"^yoiu" Lordship,°and 

ShtZdUngXTteS of" the Turkish Government to the necessity of the 

septate rrobe.. irr order to 

3?5s« “ ar.-attrs srs 

. Th. Earl of Dufab. r: OT l, Kw 5, Commeraial, April124 

- s£sf^». - “ •*»**-•*» “•> c ~ 

raerc’ial, September 24, 1883. 
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Minister for Foreign Affairs of our objection to M. Co,las’ interference with the Red 

Sea lights by word of mouth. nerhans be permitted to mention that I 

In connection with this subject: 1 “ in who for several years was 

have had a long conversation with a F ^ the ltc ,J S oa. This officer was 

in the habit of navigating shipsbe‘* 1 failing that, he would recommend 

strongly in favour of a light at Guanlatug Dot la 6 ^ existe( | ; vessels 

the placing of a light; on tic s roum |‘ 'the north of that island, and thus 

would then enter the Red Sea M pas.u, % and Rus Hafoun 

escape the danger oi 1 unmng asnoio j ^ave, & c . 

(Signed) DUEEERIN. 


Inelosure 1 in No. 30. 

The Earl of Dufferin to Aarify Pasha. 

Therapia, October 15, 1883. , 

M. le Ministre, . , . . , .• a w ui P h I have received from Her Majesty s 

IN accordance with the lnstiuctions T have t | ie honour to lay before 

Principal Secretary ot State lor lo Majesty’s Government arrived in 

SO far as the mercantile 

interests of Grea\ Britain arc t”H^Uca^tedl thercur. tQ the c0 r o „„e„ce 

In the first place, 1 beg U “ C . Lblime Porte by Her Majesty’s Kmhassy 

r» h i« h X"»f£ or,helllhDe “ ,nker ' 18TO ’ ! 

Granville to inform the Sublime Port it , t ' he term when it will 
nrolongation of the Michel and Collas Conte 7 beyond September 

expire under the original a Prolongation on the 

1884, Her Majesty’s government con d onl £ ^ ^ , ied with in sufficient 

the subject before the date when the original 

COn 1ZciIhorU 5 P *ose conditions ^ 

agreement between the parties shoi b f ^ conccs8 i olina ircs; secondly, that the 
be an examination of thc a ^ c , t as a result of this examination the 

question should be decided v hethe. t thirdly that inquiry should be 

present scale of charges shod 1c > cv sed a * ^ ^ pregent } l t or 

oZon the stares of the Mediterranean and Black 

SeaS - (Signir iU ^DUFFERIN. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 30. 

The Earl of Dufferin to Aarify Pasha. 

Therapia, October 15,1883. 

M ^“'been instructed by my 

Mokha and another at Abou AH, or one of 

the neighbouring islands. , 0 f lights at these spots are the occasion 

There can be no doubt that the ab g Highness is probably aware an 

of great danger both to life and ^y. As^ourH ^ of , evv ing light 

Egyptian Board is already in existence cl ha ,SV revenuea derived from this source 
dues on all vessels entering the e ■ of the requirements ot the presen 

are considerable, and are, indeed, * therefore, be no difficulty m obtaining 

restricted Lighthouse Service. There would, *c.cl ^ ^ , ligh ts I have 

‘reLredTo‘as y wSt fZ the gradual repayment of their original cost. 

[758] 
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Should the Sublime Porte be disposed to supply the pressing wants I have 
indicated, Her Majesty’s Government would suggest that a Turkish Delegate 
should be appointed on the existing Egyptian Board for the purpose of co-operating 
in the control and management of the Red Sea Lighthouse Service. 

I avail, &c. 

(Signed) DUFEERIN. 


No. 31. 

Sir E. Baring to Earl Granville.—(Received November 22.) 

(No. 16S. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Cairo , November 12, 1883. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Lordship’s despatch 
No. 65, Commercial, of the 24th September. 

If I understand the matter rightly, the case stands as follows:— 

1. Her Majesty’s Government has decided that it is desirable to erect light¬ 
houses on the Island of Abou Ail and at Mocha. 

2. These lighthouses are to be erected by the Turkish Government. 

3. The management of these lighthouses is to be vested in a Board, which is to 
sit at Suez. The Ottoman Government is to be represented on this Board, but the 
European element is to preponderate. 

4. The Egyptian light dues are to be reduced, and an amount equivalent to the 
reduction is to be levied at Suez in order to pay for the working and maintenance 
of the new Turkish lights. 

I thought it advisable to consult Morice Pasha as to the best method of giving 
effect to your Lordship’s instructions. 

I inclose a copy of Memorandum which Morice Pasha has addressed to me, 
from which your Lordship will observe that he entertains some doubts as to the advi¬ 
sability of adopting the precise course which is proposed. [ think that your 
Lordship may like to consider Morice Pasha’s remarks, as also the observations 
which 1 am about to add. I have, therefore, taken the liberty of postponing any 
further action until l hear from your Lordship in reply to this despatch. 

There appear to me to be some objections to constituting a Board of Management 
at Suez. As the head-quarters of the Egyptian Lighthouse Administration is at 
Alexandria, the Suez Board would be entirely separated from that Administration. 
It would not be worth while to engage a special ship to inspect the Turkish lights. 
To do so would involve additional expenditure, which would, in some lorin or other, 
fall on the trade. The Egyptian lighthouse steamer might most conveniently be 
utilized for the inspection of the Turkish lights. The employment of the steamer 
would be facilitated if the two Administrations were not completely separated. 

If a Board were constituted at Suez it must consist of at least three members. 
This would again involve considerable additional expenditure. 

Again, although 1 have not yet communicated with the Egyptian Government 
on the subject, l think it not improbable that they would prefer that no new 
Board, especially if one of its members represented the Ottoman Government, should 
be created in Egypt. There are, in fact, already so many Boards and Commissions 
in Egypt, that it is desirable, if possible, not to add to their number. 

On the whole, I venture to think that the most economical course would Ik*, in 
some form or another, to utilize the services ol the present Egyption Lighthouse 
Administration. 

By far the simplest plan, if it be practicable, would be to allow the Egyptian 
Lighthouse Administration to erect and maintain the new lights, the Turkish 
Government receiving an annual rent for the land. 

It is possible, however, that this proposal would encounter insuperable objec¬ 
tions on the part of the Turkish Government. 

In connection with this branch of the subject, your Lordship will observe that 
Morice Pasha suggests that, should the Turkish Government raise objections, it 
might be possible to station a light-ship at Abou Ail. For this Morice Pasha thinks 
that “ no sanction would be required.” I am unable to say how far this view of 
the case is correct, but the suggestion appears to be one which deserves 
consideration. 
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If the objections entertained by the Turkish Government to the erection and 
maintenance of the lights by the Egyptian Lighthouse Administration are 
insuperable, I would suggest that the following plan might be adopted. 

An Ottoman Representative might reside at Alexandria. Whenever any ques¬ 
tion arose which affected the Turkish lights, it should be decided by a Board 
consisting of Morice Pasha, a Representative of Great Britain, and a Representative 
of the Ottoman Government. The most convenient plan would be to name as the 
Representative of Great Britain one of the English officers at present employed 
under Morice Pasha in the Lighthouse Administration. A separate revenue and 
expenditure account of the Turkish lights would, of course, be kept. 

I think that this plan would, from the admimstrutive point of view, be more 
convenient than to constitute a separate Board at Suez. At the same time, it would 
be more economical. 

As 1 have already mentioned, 1 have not yet ascertained the views of the Egyp¬ 
tian Government on this subject, as I thought that, in the first instance, it would'be 
advisable to await your Lordship’s reply to this despatch. 1 am therefore unable 
to say whether they are likely to raise any difficulties. 

1 am not sure whether, in the event of there being a surplus on the Turkish 
Lighthouse Account, the money is to be handed over to the Turkish Government. It 
would be desirable that I should receive instructions on this point. 

I observe in the correspondence forwarded with your Lordship’s despatch under 
reply, that allusion is made to the desirability of constructing a lighthouse on Cape 
Guardafui. As this subject has very frequently engaged my attention both in 
Egypt and in India, I trust I may be allowed to say that, so far as 1 have been able 
to gather, the weight of authority is decidedly against the construction of this 
lighthouse. Not only would it be difficult to‘construct and very expensive, but 
almost all the captains of vessels whom I have consulted on the subject were of 
opinion that it would be useless by reason of the thick haze which’ during the 
monsoon hangs over the African coast. 1 may mention also that Morice Pasha is 
opposed to the construction of this light. The distance from Galle to Aden via the 
north-east end of Socotra is only very slightly in excess of the distance via 
Guardafui, and, if a light is constructed on Socotra, I hardly think that any lighten 
Cape Guardafui would be necessary. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) E. BARING. 


Inclosurc in No. 31. 


Memorandum on Egyptian Lighthouses, by Morice Pasha. 

WITH regard to the constitution of a Hoard of Management at Suez for two 
or three lighthouses in the Red Sea, whilst there already exists at Suez a branch of 
the Egyptian Lighthouse Administration, 1 think I shall be able to show the 
impracticability of the working of such a Board, as well as its non-utilit\. I 
venture to think there are other ways of arriving at the object intended in 
suggesting such a Board, which oiler less objections. 

It would cause confusion, and be a hindrance with regard to the effective 
working of the present service. Suppose a lighthouse required assistance suddenly, 
the present Egyptian lighthouse steamer could not be called upon to render it to the 
possible neglect of its own service. Should, therefore, a special steamer be kept or 
hired for the service of these two or three lighthouses? The Turkish Government 
might insist that the lighthouse-keepers should be natives (Turks), over whom the 
Mixed Board would scarcely have a complete control. 

Experience has shown that natives are not to be trusted with the sole charge 
of a light, especially if in an isolated position. The expense of a Turkish member 
of the Board would bo considerable, say, 500/. a-year, with only a nominal duty, 
that of checking the number of ships pas-dug by the Red Sea, on whose tonnage 
his Government would receive a portion of the present light dues collected on 
all ships. 

In the first place, as Her Majesty’s Government has decided not to acquiesce in 
the Michel and Collas Convention, it remains only to treat with the Turkish 
Government as to the erection of the lights required. As to that on Abou Ail, 
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north-east of Abou Zukur and 13 miles from the shore, a spot worthless as a 
possession, I should not apprehend that the Turkish Government would be 
unapproachable on terms for this. As to Mokha, that would requ.re other 

ana X Egyptian Lighthouse Administration is in a position to erect and maintain 
both these lights from its present revenue without imposing a. new tax, and, at the 
same time, to indemnify Turkey, if necessary, and in moderation for the possession 
of Abou Ail, for the sole purpose of erecting a light. 

As to Mokha: If the Turkish Government wished and were prepared to 
undertake it they might maintain the light, and the Egyptian Government recoup 
them for the cost, i.e., from the Lighthouse Administration. .... , 

Abou Ail is the more necessary light. 1 apprehend that it is scarcely 
necessary to represent the importance of these two lights to the iurkish 
Government to the extent of its being necessary they should have a representative 
on the Board of their management. The formation of the present Egyptian 
Lighthouse Administration may be said to have worked with efficiency, and 
anything likely permanently to interfere with it is to be avoided. It is composed 
necessarily of a certain number of Europeans, with the Chief, an English naval 

° fllt Should difficulties be made by the Turkish Government as to the cession of 
Abou Ail, I should suggest that a iight-ship should be placed there, and should say 
no sanction for this would be required. In the event of any reform m the lighthouse 
revenue I would strongly recommend the special claim that the employes ot long 
and good service have with regard to pensions, or provisions being made for 
them after long and meritorious service, or accidents or sickness incurred in the 

SemCe ‘ (Signed) MORICE PASHA. 


No. 32. 

Earl Granville to the Earl of Dufferin. 


(No. 221. Commercial.) . . lfiM 

My Lord, Foreign Office, December 12, 1883. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 168, Commercial, of the 24th September, 
and to your Excellency’s reply of the 16th October, No. 327, Commercial, I transmit 
herewith, for your information, the correspondence, as marked in the margin,* on the 
question of the Red Sea lights. 

I shall be glad to receive your Excellency’s observations on the papers, copies 
of which are herewith inclosed. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 33. 

The Earl of Dufferin to Earl Granville.—(Received February 27.) 

(No. 33. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Constantinople, February 19, 1881. 

3 I HAD another conversation with Said Pasha yesterday about the Red Sea 
lights, mentioned in your Lordship’s despatch No. 221, Commercial, of the 12th 
November last. His Highness again reverted to the difficult relations in which the 
Porte stood towards MM. Michel and Collas, and informed me that he had requested 
M. Collas to come to Constantinople with the view of getting the matter settled 
in accordance with our suggestions. 

Having explained to his Highness, in reply, that we had not consented and 
would never consent to the proposed Michel and Collas Concession, I represented to 
him that the traffic of European vessels through the Canal and along the coasts of 


• No. 31. 
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the Red Sea was every day increasing in its proportions, and that it was quite 
intolerable that the vessels and goods of the mercantile communities of the world 
should be endangered by the want of a couple of lights which could be erected 
without difficulty, and which would not entail tne loss of a sixpence to the Imperial 
Treasury. 

I then asked his Highness whether he would object to allowing the lig*hthouses 
to be erected under the auspices of the Egyptian Lighthouse Administration, and 
when he demurred to this I civilly hinted that in barbarous and outlying parts of 
the world, where there was no responsible native authority capable of undertaking 
such a work, foreign Governments very often set up and maintained lighthouses on 
their own initiative, but that this was an alternative which I felt it would be hardly 
necessary to mention except in the most casual manner. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) DUFFERIN. 


No. 34. 

The Earl of Dufferin to Earl Granville.—(Received May 7.) 

(No. 83. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Constantinople, April 30, 1884. 

I HAVE the honour of forwarding to your Lordship the answer I have 
received from the Porte to my note No. 189 of the loth October last, in which I 
informed the Minister for Foreign Affairs that it was not the intention of Her 
Majesty’s Government to acquiesce in the prolongation of the Michel-Collas Conces¬ 
sion, except under the conditions previously stipulated. The Porte now deprecates 
the determination we have thus enunciated, on the grounds (1) that, though to its 
great regret, the British Government was not informed of the fact, the renewal of 
the Michel-Collas Concession is a fait accompli since the 30th June, 1879; (2) that 
the grantees have duly paid their percentage, and that, consequently, there can be 
no question of examining their accounts ; (3) that the existing lighthouse dues are 
exceptionally moderate; and (4) that the service is so well conducted, and the 
Turkish coasts are so well lighted, that there can be no necessity for instituting'an 
inquiry as to whether the system is susceptible of further improvements. 

In reference to the foregoing pleas of the Forte, it is unnecessary for me to 
remind your Lordship that to justify the barefaced breach of a covenant by 
referring to that breach as a fait accompli is a transparent device which it is not 
worth while to notice, especially as the existing Michel and Collas Concession does 
not lapse until the 4th September, 1884. 

Nor are the other pleas put forward by the Turkish Government deserving of 
more serious consideration. Indeed, 1 happen to be in a position to supply vour 
Lordship with a singularly opportune confutation of the grounds upon which the 
most plausible of them is advanced, namely, that the light dues are moderate, and 
the light service so efficiently performed as to be incapable of further improvement. 
A strenuous representation, copy of which I forward herewith, has just been made 
by the Austrian Lloyd Company to the Imperial and Royal Ambassador, bitterly 
complaining of the grievous burden imposed upon foreign shipping by the excessive 
dues exacted by MM. Michel and Collas under their existing Contract, as well as of 
the unsatisfactory manner in which in many respects the light service is conducted. 

It is stated that, within the space of twenty-four years, the Austrian Lloyd 
Company has paid away in light dues 3,120,000 fh, or 130,000 fl. a-year, one-half of 
this sum being sufficient to pay the expenses of the Administration. 

As a consequence, MM. Michel and Collas received on the gross receipts an 
annual dividend of 63 per cent., of which they reserve 40 per cent, for themselves, 
and pay 23 per cent, to the Government. The Company further complain that, 
although their steamers are interdicted from the passage of the Bosphorus and 
Dardanelles by night, they are, nevertheless, required to pay very high rates for the 
lights on the shores of these straits, and in many other places dues are exacted for 
lights which do not exist. They are further of opinion that when the question of 
the reduction of the dues is brought forward, the new tariff ought not to exceed 
one-third of that in operation, on the ground, first, that MM. Michel and Collas 
have not only fully reimbursed themselves for their original outlay, but have reaped 
exorbitant profits by the excessive taxation they have imposed on the commerce of 
[75SJ I 










30 


Europe during the last twenty-four years; secondly, that lighting is now 80 per 
cent ^cheaper than it formerly was, owing to the introduction of cheap petroleum, 
Sly that since the last war tlm extent of the Turkish littoral has been much 
reduced and the expense of maintenance consequently diminished ; and, lasth that 
postal nAvioation, since the date of the original Concession in I860, has more than 
doubled its tonnage. Thev therefore pray that at the expiration of the present 
Concession an International Commission should be appointed for the purpose <ff 
elaborating a new tariff of dues more in conformity with those of other tetates, and 

the actual observ P e that the document concludes by slating that in 

order to obtain an illicit prolongation of their Concession, MM Michel and Col las 
have made a loan to the Turkish Government of 100,000/., and have offeted at the 
same time to pay the Government in future 29 instead of 23 per cent, on the gross 

reCG There can be no doubt that the Board of Trade will be able to furnish your 
Lordship with facts confirmatory of the view taken by the Austrian Lloyd Company, 
and in this expectation 1 have deferred replying to the Porte s note until I shal e 
further instructed by Her Majesty’s Government. I have, h °w® v er 
in communication with the Austrian Ambassador, who, me, s I H 

insist on the revision of the tariff and the other rights we are entitled to claim 

under the original stipulations agreed upon between the 1 ^ave'&c P * 

(Signed) DUEEERIN. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 3-1. 

Aartftj Pasha to the Earl of Dufferin. 

M. l’Amhassadeur, Suh]ime ? orte ' lc 10 Avi ?h 18 &f\ 

J’Al eu l’honneur de recevoir la note que votre Excellence a men \°ulu 
m’adresser le 15 Octobre dernier, relativement au service des phares de 1 Empire 

^ Votre Excellence declare dans cette note que dans le cas ou la question d une 
prolongation de la Concession de MM. Collas et Michel an (left du 4 Septembre, 
1881 viendrait a etre soulevde, le Gouvernement de Sa Majeste Britannique n y 
donnerait son acquiescement qu’apres l’accomplissement des trois conditions sur 
lesquelles les deux Gouvernements sont tombes d’accord d6s l’originc. 

Ces conditions sont:— 

1. Qu’il y aura un examen des comptes des conccssionnaires ; 

2 '. Qu’une decision sera prise pour examiner si le tarif des droits doit ou non 

6tre soumis k une revision ; 

3. Qu’une enquete sera faite pour decider s’d est necessaire d apporter des 
changements dans les phares actuels ou d’en etablir de nouveaux sur les cbtes de la 

M6diterran6e et dc la Mer Noire, . . . 

Anime du plus vif d6sir de donner satisfaction au Cabinet de baint-James, le 
Gouverncment Imperial croit devoir lui fournir les explications qui lui paraissent 
les mieux faites pour aplanir et r6soudre les differences d appreciation plutot 
apparentes que r^elles qui semblent exister dans cette question. II est evident, cn 
effet, que des points tres importants, de nature 5. modifier 1 opinion du Gouvcrne- 
ment Anglais, ont 6chapp<5 k sa haute attention. . 

La note de votre Excellence portc que dans le cas ou la Concession se prolonge- 
rait au dela du 4 Septembre, 1884, le Gouvernement de Sa Majestd Britannique ne 
saurait adherer a cette prolongation. 

Or, celle-ci n*cst plus une cjucstioo & n&itrc ni u (16l)utttc entre lc (jouvcrncmcnt 
Ottoman et les concessionnaires de I860. C’est un fait accompli depuis le 30 Juin, 
(12 Juillet), 1879. Le Contrat passe a cette 6poque a mis a la charge des conces¬ 
sionnaires, en ^change de la prolongation, diverses obligations importantes, notam- 
ment celle de construire dix-neuf phares nouveaux, qui etaient alors demandes 
depuis plusieurs anndes a la Sublime Porte, par les navigatcurs, les Compagnies 
d’Assurances Maritimes et divers Gouvernements. . A 

Non seulement ces dix-neuf phares ont et6 construits, mais u a du cn etic etabli 

encore d’autres. 


Le Contrat est done devenu un aete definitif entre le Gouvernement Ottoman et 
les concessionnaires. 

D’ailleurs, l’examen de cette question n’a pas etc completement ignore par le 
Cabinet Britannique. Sir Henry Layard l’a constate lui-meme dans diflerentes 
notes adressees k la Sublime Porte. 

11 est vrai qu’a cette epoque, par suite d’unc omission tout a fait involontaire, 
la Convention fut arr6t6e et signde sans que les stipulations qu’ellc contient eussent 
6te portees prealablement a la connaissance de l’Ambassade Britannique. Le 
Ministere des Affaires Eltrangdres en a exprime le regret dans une note adressee a 
son Excellence Sir Henry Layard le 10 Mars, 1880. Mais cette omission, quelque 
regrettable qu’elle soit, ne saurait altercr en ricn la nature aeluelle du Contrat, qui 
existe entre la Sublime Porte et les concessionnaires. 

En cc qui eoncerne les trois conditions posees a l’originc, les explications qui 
suivent les reduiront a leur juste valeur. 

La premiere relative a I’examen des comptes des conccssionnaires n’a pu etre 
etablie quo parce qu’on ne s’etait pas suliisamment penetre alors des termes du 
Contrat de 1860. 

Ce Contrat porte que ies concessionnaires payeront au Gouvernement Ottoman 
une rcdevance fixe, calculee sur le montant brut de la totalite des droits de phares. 
En dehors de cette obligation qu’ils ont serupulcusement remplie, on ne peut rien 
exiger d’eux. 

La deuxieme condition enonee qu’on examincra si le tarif des droits doit etre 
soumis a une revision ou maintenu. 

A ce propos, il y a lieu de faire remarquer tout d’abord que le tarif des droits 
de phares eu Turquic est des plus moderns ; il n’a a redouter la comparaison avec 
aucune des taxes similaires etablies dans les autres pays. 

De plus, les ameliorations qui ont dte apportees ont procure a la navigation 
des avantages qu’il convient de faire ressortir et dont on doit tenir compte. 

D’apres la Convention de 1SG0, lc nombre des phares a etablir sur lc littoral de 
l’Empire Ottoman etait limite a 96; il en a etc etabli 113. 

D’apres la prolongation de 1879 on devait en construire 19 nouveaux; il en a 
etc construit 25. 

Ainsi, au lieu de 96 phares, il en a ete construit 138. 

Comme service, depuis leur creation ils n’ont donne lieu qu’il des eloges. 

Il decoule de la que la securite donn6e a la navigation a de passe de 44 pour 
cent les previsions de la Concession de 1860. En d’autres termes, le tarif dont on 
demande la revision a deja subi dans la pratique une modification 6quivalente. 

La troisieme condition indique qu’une enqu6te sera faite pour decider s’il est 
n6cessaire de faire des changements dans les phares actuels ou d’en etablir de 
nouveaux sur les cotes de la Mediterranee et de la Mer Noire. 

Cette precaution qu’il pouvait paraitre sage de prendre a l’origine est devenue 
completement superflue; la notoriete publique prouve suffisamment l’utilite des 
phares actuels, leur bon fonctionnement, leur r6gularite et le Gouvernement 
Ottoman, le passe le prouve 6galement, a affirme son empressement a satisfaire les 
besoins de la navigation chaque fois qu’ils etaient ddmontres. 

Les considerations qui precedent donnent au Gouvernement de Sa Majeste 
Impdriale le Sultan lieu de penser que l’dtat actuel de la question, essentiellement 
different de celui auquel s’appliquaient les ix'serves rappeHes, n’a pas fait l’objet 
d’un examen special de la part du Gouvernement de Sa Majeste Britannique. 

En priant votre Excellence de vouloir bien soumettre ces edaircissements a la 
haute et judicieuse appreciation dc son Gouverncment, j’aime a esp6rer qu’ils seront 
de nature il eiucider la question; je reste toutefois a son entire disposition pour 
lui fournir des explications compiementaires dans le cas ou celles qui precedent ne 
repondraient pas suffisamment aux objections presentees. 

Veuillez, &c. 

(Signe) A. AAltIFY. 
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cel a 6videmment pour l’obtention d’une prolongation de la Concession, prolongation 
qu’iis ont malheureusement obtenue. 

Ces messieurs, prevoyant encore que les Puissances s’opposeraient vivement a 
la continuation de leur tarif cxcessif, ont insure parmi les clauses de cettc prolonga¬ 
tion la condition que toutc diminution du tarif actuel irait a la charge du 
Gouvernement. 

Mais malgrfi toute l’opposition et toutes les difficultes certaines de la part du 
Gouvernement et toute la prevoyante astuce des concessionnaires, toutes les 
apparcnccs promettent avec certitude que leurs Excellences MM. les Ambassadeurs 
residant dans cette capitate sont prets a soutenir avec une ferme £nergie le droit 
de revision et de faire les plus grands et les plus louables efforts dans le but 
d’obtenir un tarif base sur la justice et sur l’6quite. 

Dans la pleine conviction que votre Excellence, dont la haute bienveillance et 
l’amour ardent pour la justice sont partout proclames avec les plus sincAres 
louanges, voudra bien se saisir avec le plus grand interet de cette affaire majeure 
qui touche immensement ma Compagnie, et faire les plus nobles efforts pour, le 
triomphe de la justice et l’avantage des interets nationaux, j’ai l’honneur de l’en 
remercier d’avance avec la plus profonde gratitude, et de la prier de bien vouloir 
agreer, &c. 

L’Agent-General du Lloyd Austro-Hongrois, 

(Signd) G. EORNI. 


No. 35. 

The Earl of Duffer in to Earl Granville.—(Received May 7.) 

(No. 87. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Constantinople, May 3, 18S4. 

ON repeated occasions, 1 have pressed Assym Pasha to consent to some 
reasonable arrangement under which a light might be immediately erected upon 
Abou Ail. 

It is needless for me to weary your Lordship by a repetition of the considera¬ 
tions with which I supported my request, but in order to convey an idea of the 
hopelessness of argument in these cases, I may mention that his Excellency gravely 
observed that for centuries the Red Sea had remained in darkness, and that conse¬ 
quently there could be no very pressing necessity for the light in question, this 
observation being made in spite of my having brought to the Minister’s notice the 
enormous rate at which the traffic through the Suez Canal was annually increasing. 

I am bound, however, to say that Assym Pasha expressed himself in very friendly 
terms, and stated that the only reason why the Porte found itself unable to comply 
with our suggestion was in consequence of its having granted a Concession for the 
Red Sea lights to MM. Michel and Collas, who would at once come down on the 
Turkish Government for heavy damages were the Porte to infringe their existing 
agreement by permitting any other parties to execute the work, adding that if only 
the Turkish Exchequer were in a more flourishing condition, they would gladly pay 
an indemnity to MM. Collas in order to meet our views. 

I did not fail to reiterate the observations I had already made in reference to 
the Porte’s dealings w'ith the above French firm, and again conveyed to Assym 
Pasha a decided intimation that we would never consent to any tariff which might 
he proposed to us with the view of rendering the Michel-Collas Concession in the 
Red Sea available, and 1 concluded by requesting the Minister to favour me with a 
written reply to my note No. 190 of the ICth October, 1883. 

In order to prevent confusion, I may observe that I seat two notes to the Porte 
on the same day, one No. 189 and the other marked No. 190, both ol them being 
inclosed in my despatch to your Lordship No. 327, Commercial, of the 16th October, 
1883. The note of the Porte sent by this day’s messenger in my despatch No. 83, 
Commercial, relates to the Michel-Collas Mediterranean Concession. To my other 
note about the lights in the Red Sea I have not yet had a formal answer. 

Perhaps your Lordship would consider whether, in order to obtain the object 
we have in view, I should try and arrange with the Porte for the erection of this 
particular light on Abou Ail by MM. Michel and Collas, on the condition, not 
that a Turkish Delegate should become a member of the Egyptian Light Com¬ 
mission, but that the Egyptian Light Commission should undertake to pay from 
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their funds an annual sum to the Turkish Government to cover the expenses of the 
erection and maintenance of the Abou Ail light; or would your Lordship authorize 
me to inform the Turkish Government that as it is out of the question that this 
dangerous passage should remain unlighted, the Egyptian Government will them¬ 
selves undertake the duty of fixing a light on the rock. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) DUFFERIN. 


No. 36. 

Earl Granville to the Earl of Dufferin. 

(No. 66. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, May 20,1884. 

THE Turkish Ambassador spoke to me this afternoon about M. Collas’ 
Concession from the Porte for the construction and maintenance of Turkish 
lighthouses. 

Musurus Pasha said that Her Majesty’s Government had protested against the 
Concession, but that M. Collas had gone beyond the terms of the agreement, had 
constructed more lighthouses than had been stipulated, and had altogether behaved 
in so liberal a spirit, that it was impossible for the Porte to withdraw it. 

Musurus Pasha addeil that M. Collas was now in England, and was desirous of 
doing anything in his power to meet the wishes of Her Majesty’s Government in 
regard to his Concession. His Excellency asked that he might have an introduc¬ 
tion to the authorities at the Board of Trade. 

Your Excellency’s despatches Nos. 83 and 87, Commercial, of the 30th ultimo 
and 3rd instant, are now with that Department. I shall make known to the 
Board, in connection with these papers, the representations and suggestion made by 
Musurus Pasha. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 37. 


Earl Granville to Musurus Pasha. 

M. I'Ambassadcur, Foreign Office, July 17, 1884. 

WITH reference to the communication which your Excellency made to me on 
the 20th May, I have now the honour to inform you that i\l. Collas has been in 
communication with the Board of Trade and with this Office on the question of the 
dues charged for the lights under the Ottoman Lighthouse Administration. M. Collas 
has refused to give effect to the engagement recorded in the note from Aali Pasha to 
Sir Henry Bulwer of the 21st April, 1863,* to publish or produce the accounts of the 


* Aali Pasha to Sir H. Bulwer. 

M. l’Ambnssadeur, Sublime Porte, le 21 Avril, 1863. 

J’ai l’honneur d’accuser reception de la note que votre Excellence m’a ailressee sous la date du N Avril 
courant pour ni’iiiformer qu’a la suite des explications qui ont etc fournies aux Lords du Hoard of Trade par 
M. Collar, Directeur-General des l’hares de l’Empire Ottoman, il avait etc transmis a votre Excellence des 
instructions tendant, a adherer : 

1. A ce que les droits de phares soient paves au taux de 100 piastres la livre Turque. 

2. A ce que les droits a payer pour les nouveaux fetix a construire tie soisnt pas sounds it revision, apres une 
experience des depenses qu’occasionnera leur construction et leur entretien. 

Votre Excellence ajoute que sor adhesion reste subordonnee, cependant, a l’acceptation d<*$ quatre conditions 
suivantes:— 

1. Qu’h l’expiration ou avant 1’expiration du contrat, on vertu duquel les phares sont construits et desservis, 
il sera public ou produit, des comptes ddmont.rant les depenses et les recettes des phares a cette epnquo, 

2 . Que ce Contrat ne sera pas renouvele et qu’aueune demarche ne sera faite par le Gouvernement Ottoman, 
pour prolonger la duree des tarifs de droit, au dela des vingt aits fixes pour la duree du uit Contrat sails que le 
Gouvernement de Sa Majeste ait ete mis en mesure de presenter ces objections et de roclamcr telle revision de 
taril qui pourrait paraitre necessaire afin de faire que les recettes soient exactement la representation des 
depenses. 

3. Que puisque des droits sont payes pour les phares, la nter devra etre ouverte it la navigation de nuit et 
de jour. 
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expenditure and receipts for these lights. The communications which have taken 
place with M. Collas have therefore "failed to aflord means of fulfilling the further 
condition agreed to by the Porte in the above-mentioned note of 1863, of considering 
at the present time, when the original Contract of 1860 is about to expire, the 
subject of the revision of the tariff of dues, with the object of providing a scale of 
charges by which the receipts shall correspond with the sum required in order to 
defray the expenses of these establishments. In this state of things, it does not 
appear that any useful result is likely to be attained by further communication in 
London with M. Collas. Her Majesty’s Government hold that they are clearly 
v within their right, under the above engagements with the Porte, and considering 
how largely British shipping is interested in this matter, in requiring to see the 
accounts in question before accepting statements made with regard to matters of 
detail connected with the Concession granted to M. Collas, and the results of that 
Contract. Consent to the renewal of the Concession would, if given, bind British 
shipping to the payment of the present charges, which are obviously in excess of the 
actual expenditure for a long term of years. 

Her Majesty’s Government have therefore come to the conclusion, that it will 
be preferable that the further negotiations on this question shall take place at 
Constantinople. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


4. Que les objections ou critiques faites par M. le Capitaine Spratt concernant la position ou le caractere 
dcs liouvenux feux seront examinees soigneusement. 

,1'ai l'honneur fie faire savoir a votre Excellence que le Gouvernement de Sa Majeste Imp6viale. dosireux 
d’aplanir toutes les difficultes et d’adopter on toutes circonstauces les mesures les plus liberates et les plus propres a 
developper le commerce et la navigation, accepte les conditions qui out ete posees par les Lords Coinmissaires du 
Board of Trade. 

Toutefois il demeure bien entendu que telle adhesion ne saurait affaiblir en rion le droit que la Sublime 
Porte aura & l'expiration du terme de vinat ans de prpndre it cet egard telles mesures qu’elle jugera conforme a ses 
interets, pourvu que ces mesures ne soicnt. pas contraires aux Traites existants et de nature a porter des prejudices 
au commerce et a la navigation en general. 

En ce qui coucerne les Nos. 3 et 4, je ferai remarquer a votre Excellence que le No. 3 etait deja concede, 
ainsi que cela rfisulte de la note que la Sublime Porte a adressee le 7 Aout, 1862, aux Uepresentants des 
Puissances etraugeres et que pour le No. 4 l'£clairage du Golfe de Smyrue, du Canal de Cliio, et du Canal de 
Metelin (seuls points pour lesquels les observations de M. le Canitaiue Spratt soient connues) a ete arrete 
d’accord avec cet officier superieur de la marine de Sa Majeste Britannique, ainsi que cela resulte egalement de la 
lettre que l'Administration G6nerale des Piiares a eu l’honneur d'adresser a votre Excellence it la date du 
5 Septembre, 1862. ^ 

Les travaux de la construction des phares dans la Mer Noire, it Smvrne, et sur quelques autres points de 
1’Archipel, allant 6tre repris immediatement et pousses avec la plus grande activite, afiti que conformement 
au desir rjui a ete manifest^ par le Board of Trade, pendant le sejour de M. Collas k Londres, le plus grand 
nombre possible de points soit dclaird, avant I’entree de 1 hiver de l’annee 1863. 

J’aurai soin de designer plus tard a votre Excellence les phares qui devront etre allumcs, au fur et h 
mesure de leur aehevement, alin que votre Excellence veuille bien d’avance envover a MM. les Consuls et 
Agents Consulaires de ces localites des instructions de nature a eviter toutes difficultes quand Implication des 
tarifs propres a chaque locality deviendra obligatoire. 

Veuillez, &c, 
(Sign6) A ALL 


Sir H. Bulwer to Aali Pasha. 

Altesse, Constantinople, le 27 Avril, 1863. 

Je viens de recevoir la note en date d’hier que votre Altesse m’a ecrite en rSponse d celle du 4 courant que 
j’ai eu l’honneur de lui adresser au sujet des droits de phares. 

Je dois faire observer it votre Altesse que la reserve qu’elle fait du droit de la Porte d’adopter ft l’expiration 
du terme du present Contrat telles mesures qu’elle jugera conformes a ses intdrdts a l’air d’etre tant soit peu en 
contradiction avec le deuxieme point sur lequel j’ai ordre d’insister. 

Je dois aussi observer que le libre passage du Detroit de nuit n’est pas encore accorde, corame votre Altesse 
parait le croire, 11 est urgent que je sois satisfait a ce sujet, car je serai oblige si les conditions sp6cifi6es no sont 
pas pleinement accept6es de suspendre des a present les payeuients des droits de phares a raison de 100 piastres par 
jivre Turque que j’etais pret a sanctionner. 

Je saisis, kc. 

(Sign6) H. BULWER. 


37 

No. 38. 


Musurus Pasha to Earl Granville.—(Received August 12.) 

Milord, Ambassade Impdriale Ottomane, Londres, le 9 Aout, 1884. 

J E me suis fait un devoir de communiquer a mon Gouvernement la note que votre 
Excellence a bien voulu m’adresser en date du 17 du mois dernier au sujet des droits 
de phares de l’Empire Ottoman ; et, conformement aux instructions que j’ai revues 
de son Excellence Assim Pacha, j’ai l’honneur de rdpondre a la note pr£citee de 
votre Excellence. 

Par cette note, votre Excellence m’informe que le Gouvernement de Sa Majeste 
la Reine, se fondant sur la note adress6e en date du 21 Avril, 1863, par feu son 
Altesse Aali Pacha 4 feu Sir Henry Bulwer, insiste sur la presentation des comptes 
relatifs aux recettes et aux depenses des phares de l’Empire Ottoman, et sur la 
revision du Tarif aetuel en vue d’6tablir uno <5chelle des charges d’apres laquelle les 
recettes correspondraient 4 la somme ndeessaire pour defrayer les depenses de ces 
4tablissements, et que, comme M. Collas n’a pas fourni ces comptes, il lui parait 
preferable que les negotiations ull6rieures sur ces questions aient lieu a Con¬ 
stantinople. 

Le Gouvernement Imperial pense que les promesses, plus ou moins contestables 
en droit, qui ont pu etre faites par son Altesse Aali Pacha, n’ont pas aujourd’hui 
leur raison d’etre par suite des changements radicaux apportes depuis 1863 dans 
l’ensemble du service des phares. En effet, au lieu xles 96 phares stipules dans le 
Contrat primitif de Concession, il y en a niaintenant 140; la necessity dc pourvoir 
aux depenses occasionnees par la construction des 44 phares additionnels, la 
regularity avec laquelle ces phares ont fonctionne pendant un si long espace de 
temps, et la satisfaction qu’ont causee generalement les services rendus au commerce 
et a la navigation par cette grande oeuvre de progres, ont porte, en 1879, le 
Gouvernement Imperial 4 prolonger la Concession jusqu’en 1899; et la Sublime 
Porte aime 4 croire que cette decision, qui constitue un fait accompli sur lequel il 
lui est desormais impossible de revenir, sera appreciee et fera cesser, quant a la note 
precitee de son Altesse Aali Pacha, toute interpretation tendant. 4 affecter les droits 
de souverainete et d’independance de l’Empire 

D’ailleurs, la note de son Altesse Aali Pacha porte textuellement ce qui 
suit:— 

“Toutefois, il demeure bien entendu que cette adhesion ne saurait affecter en 
rien le droit que la Sublime Porte aura, a l’expiration du terme dc vingt ans, de 
prendre telles mesures qu’elle jugera conformes 4 ses interets, pourvu que ces 
mesures ne soient pas contraires aux Traites existants et de nature a porter des 
prejudices au commerce et a la navigation en general.” 

Et il s’ensuit que, aujourd’hui ou le terme de vingt ans va expirer, la Sublime 
Porte, toute resolue qu’elle est 4 ne rien faire de contraire aux Traites existants ni 
de prejudiciable aux interets du commerce et de la navigation, tels qu’ils sont 
garantis par ces Traites, a le droit et se croit libre de prendre telles mesures qu’elle 
jugera conformes 4 ses interets et compatibles avec sa dignite et son indepen- 
dance. 

En ce qui concerne la proposition tie votre Excellence de transf6rer les n£go- 
ciations ult6rieures sur la question des phares a Constantinople, ou les Representants 
des autres Puissances voudraient evidernment y participer, je dois faire observer 4 
votre Excellence que, it I’exception de la Grande-Bretagne, ni lors de la creation 
de l’institution des phares, ni depuis, aucun echange de vues n’a eu lieu entre la 
Sublime Porte et les autres Puissances, et que le Gouvernement Imperial ne saurait 
consentir aujourd’hui 4 transformer la question des phares en debats interna- 
tionaux. 

Independamment des exigences financi4res presentes de l’Empire, lesquelles ne 
pouvaient certes tire pr£vues en 1863, les Ministres actuels deSa Majeste Imperiale 
le Sultan ne sauraient assumer la responsabilite d’admettre une si grave atteinte 
^ I’independance de I’Empire, ni consentir a ce que cet Empire soit traits, sur la 
question des phares, autrement que les autres Etats, ni s’engager, par consequent, 
4 souraettre aux Puissances etraugeres l’examen des depenses et des recettes de 
ses phares en vue d’en fixer le tarif a un taux correspondant aux frais d’entretien. 
Il n’y a aucun example, aucun precedent d’une pareille intervention dcs Puissances 
etraugeres dans I’administration des phares d’aucun pays.. 

Les phares Ottomans fonctionnent 4 la satisfaction gendrale ; le tarif y relatif 
est en fait absolument plus modere que les autres Etats. La Sublime Porte est 
[758] L 
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toujours disposee k introduire dans l’administration de ses phares toutes les amelio¬ 
rations possibles, et a construire d’autres phares sur d’autres points de son littoral 
ou ilserait }ug£ utile; et c’est dans ce but que, par deference pour le Gouvernement 
de Sa Majeste la Reine, et en consideration de la corespondance dchangee en 1863, 
entre les deux Gouvernements, qu’elle a depute a Londres M. Collas, Chef de 
1’Administration des Phares de l’Empire, et qu’elle m’acharge d’appuyer les explica¬ 
tions fournies par ce fonctionnaire, <1 l’effet d’obtenir le retrait des objections du 
Gouvernement de Sa Majestd la Reine. 

La Sublime Porte aime a esperer que le Gouvernement de Sa Majeste la Reine 
voudra bien appidcier les considerations qui precedent. Mais elle m’a en m6me 
temps charge de declarer k votre Excellence que, si contre toute attente, les navires 
de commerce des Puissances etrang£res refusaient de payer directement aux 
autorites Impdriales competentes les droits fix6s par le tarif en vigueur, le 
Gouvernement Imperial, plutfit que de se soumettre k des conditions incompatibles 
avec sa dignitd et son ind^pendance, plut6t que de subir les effets attributes h la 
note de 1863 de son Altesse Aali Pacha, se verrait dans la penible necessity de faire 
cesser le fonctionnement des phares un mois apr&s un tel refus; car on ne peut pas 
l’obliger k rendre au commerce et & la navigation des services dont on conteste la 
contre-valeur. 

La Sublime Porte, ne doutant point des sentiments d’amitie sincere du 
Gouvernement de Sa Majeste la Reine covers l’Empire Ottoman, et de son d^sir d’y 
encourager l’introduction d’ameliorations mat^rielles de progr^s et d’intdrfit public, 
a la certitude qu’il voudra bien reconnaitre la l£gitimit6 des observations qui 
pr£c£dent, et ne plus insister sur une objection incompatible avec les droits de 
souverainete d’un Etat ind^pendant. 

En prinnt voire Excellence de vouloir bien me donner au plus tot une r^ponse 
definitive sur cette importante question, je saisis, &c. 

(Signd) MUSURUS. 


No. 39. 


Earl Granville to Musurus Pasha. 

M. l’Ambassadeur, Foreign Office, October 31,1884. 

HER Majesty’s Government have not failed to give their most careful 
attention to the views of the Imperial Ottoman Government with respect to the 
renewal of the Collas Lighthouse Concession, as set forth in your Excellency’s 
note of the 9th August last, and I need hardly assure your Excellency that they 
have been actuated with a sincere desire to meet the wishes of the Porte so far as 
it is possible, having regard to the many conflicting interests involved in the 
question. 

I have already made known to your Excellency, in my note of the 17th July 
last, the grounds upon which Her Majesty’s Government have hitherto felt them¬ 
selves precluded from assenting to the renewal of the Concession in question in the 
face of the understanding arrived at, at the time when it was originally granted. 
Her Majesty’s Government, however, do not wish to insist on their strict rights in 
this matter. If both Governments were to pursue that course the real object in 
view would be defeated, as shown in your Excellency’s note, in which it is stated 
that in case of refusal to pay the light dues the lights would be extinguished. Her 
Majesty’s Government have no desire to refuse the payment of light dues, provided 
satisfactory arrangements can be made to secure efficient lighting with a reasonable 
tariff. It was for the purpose of securing those objects that Her Majesty’s 
Ambassador at Constantinople obtained from his Highness Aali Pasha in 1863 the 
undertaking as to the renewal of the Lighthouse Concession and the examination 
of accounts, which the Porte declines to fulfil. But Her Majesty’s Government 
will not press for the literal fulfilment of these obligations if, as it appears, they are 
in conflict with the wishes of the Porte; they are prepared to treat the question in 
a more liberal spirit, in the hope that the Porte will adopt the same attitude in 
return, and that by the interchange of reciprocal Concessions a speedy and 
satisfactory settlement of the points at issue may be arrived at. I have accordingly 
to request your Excellency to be good enough to invite the consideration of the 
Porte to the fallowing proposals:— 


Tn the first place, the lighthouses in Cyprus have, as your Excellency is aware, 
been recently handed over to the Local Administration of that island, and Her 
Majesty’s High Commissioner will be prepared, at the proper time, to pay to the 
Ottoman Lignthouse Administration the value of all stores retained by them which 
are not included in Article 17 of the Concession as becoming the property of the 
Porte at the termination of that Concession. This arrangement appears to Her 
Majesty’s Government to be equitable, and one to which the Porte cannot reasonably 
object. In a note, however, addressed to the Earl of Dufferin on the I3th 
ultimo, M. Collas reserves his rights under the Concession granted to him by the 
Porte in respect to the Turkish lights generally. With a view, therefore, to prevent 
any further discussion arising on this point, Her Majesty’s Government trust that 
the Porte will see fit to signify its official recognition of this transfer. 

Her Majesty’s Government would further suggest that steps should be taken 
by the Porte with a view to cancelling the Concession granted to M. Collas on the 
2nd April, 1881, for the erection of a system of lights in the Red Sea and Persian 
Gulf, and in lieu thereof that the Porte will agree to enter into an arrangement with 
Her Majesty’s Government, or other Powers immediately concerned, for the 
establishment of such lights in those waters as may from time to time be found 
necessary. There is, as your Excellency is doubtless aware, especial need at the 
present moment for one or more lights to give facilities for the navigation by night 
of the channel between Jebel Zukur Island and Abou Ail, in the southern extremity 
of the Red Sea. The Egyptian Lighthouse Administration have expressed their 
readiness to carry out the necessary works, and include the lighting of the neigh¬ 
bourhood of Abou Ail in the system at present under their control. Her Majesty’s 
Government, while fully recognizing the sovereign rights of the Porte over this 
territory, trust that, unless they should desire to carry out the work themselves, 
they will he disposed to signify their consent to the erection of such lights in the 
vicinity of Abou Ail as may be found necessary, and jto their administration by the 
Egyptian authorities. Should, however, the Sublime Porte itself determine to 
supply the pressing wants I have indicated, Her Majesty’s Government would 
suggest that a Turkish Delegate should be appointed on the existing Egyptian 
Board for the purpose of co-operating in the control and management of the Red 
Sea Lighthouse Service. This matter presses: l must therefore ask for an imme¬ 
diate answer on this point, more particularly as it is necessary that these lighthouse 
works should be commenced at latest next January. 

Her Majesty’s Government would be glad to receive a further assurance from 
the Porte that the lighthouses already established in Turkish waters, under the 
Concessions of 1860 and 1879, shall be maintained in an efficient condition ; that the 
sufficiency of these lights shall be fully examined, and any amelioration which may 
be considered necessary shall be forthwith effected, whether (1) by the erection of 
futher new lighthouses, or (2) by greater efficiency with respect to existing 
lighthouses and the Lighthouse Service, and that any questions that may arise 
under this head shall be dealt with by Her Majesty’s Embassy at Constantinople 
and the Imperial Ottoman Lighthouse Administration respectively. 

Her Majesty’s Government may stipulate for a clear understanding that the 
present tariff of light dues shall, under no circumstances, be increased, notwith¬ 
standing any additional expenditure for amelioration, as specified in the preceding 
paragraph, and, further, that if at any time a reduction of the dues is granted to the 
vessels of any other nation, a like reduction shall at once be made in the case of 
British ships. 

I trust, M. 1’Ambassadeur, that, in conveying these proposals to the Imperial 
Ottoman Government, you will draw their especial attention to the expression of 
Her Majesty’s Government’s views as set forth at the commencement of this note, 
and that you will add that if the Porte are willing to agree to the conditions above 
enumerated, Her Majesty’s Government will, on their part, be disposed to recognize 
the Concession granted to M. Collas in 1879, by which the duration of the Con¬ 
cession of August 1860 is prolonged until 1899. 

In conclusion, I have much pleasure in inclosing, for your Excellency's informa¬ 
tion, a copy of the note addressed by Lord Dufh-rin to the Porte on the 15th 
October, 1883,* as requested by you in conversation with Lord E. Fitzmaurice at 
this Office on the 14th instant. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


• See Memorandum, Confidential No. 4926. 
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No. 39*. 

Sir E. Baring to Earl Granville.—(Received March 18.) 

(No. 15. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Cairo, March 9, 1885. 

UPON the receipt of your Lordship’s despatch No. 1, Commercial, of the 
7th January last, I addressed a note to the Egyptian Government inquiring whether 
they were now prepared to take any steps for the erection of a lighthouse at or near 
Abu Ail, and I transmitted to them the papers furnished by the Board of Trade as 
to the best site for the proposed lighthouse. 

At the same time I thought it advisable, in order to prevent the possibility of 
future misunderstandings, to record in writing the arrangement which the Egyptian 
Government had verbally agreed to, as reported in Mr. Egerton’s despatch No. 40, 
Commercial, of the 27th June, 1884. 

I have the honour to inclose a copy of my note, and of Nubar Pasha’s reply. 

Your Lordship will observe that his Excellency expresses the willingness of the 
Egyptian Government to proceed to the construction of a lighthouse at Abu Ail, 
but states that a previous understanding with the Porte is necessary. 

I have the honour to request your Lordship to inform me whether Her 
Majesty’s Government concur in this view or whether the Egyptian Government 
may be urged to commence operations without awaiting the result of a reference to 
the Porte. 

Should Her Majesty’s Government consider the consent of the Turkish Govern¬ 
ment indispensable, I venture to suggest that the necessary steps for obtaining it 
should be taken by Her Majesty’s Embassy at Constantinople. 

With regard to the financial considerations involved, and the eventual modifica¬ 
tion of the light dues, the Egyptian Government decline to take any engagement or 
to limit their freedom of action. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) E. BARING. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 39*. 

Sir E. Baring to Nubar Pasha. 

M. le President, Cairo , January 29,1885. 

ON the 27th June last Mr. Egerton reported to Lord Granville that “the 
Egyptian Government is prepared to accept the views expressed by the Board of 
Trade in their letter of the 8th April,” wkich he no doubt communicated to your 
Excellency at the time. 

Mr. Egerton continued :— 

“The understanding is— 

“1. That the Egyptian Government shall construct a lighthouse at Abu Ail at 
their own expense. 

“ 2. That the present dues shall continue to be paid until the cost of construc¬ 
tion and plant, with interest at 10 per cent., have been repaid. 

“ 3. That an understanding shall then be come to regarding a modification of 
the dues or an increase in the number of the lights.” 

I am now instructed by Lord Granville to inquire whether, in pursuance of this 
undertaking, the Egyptian Government are now prepared to take any steps for the 
erection of a lighthouse at or near Abu Ail, and I take this opportunity of trans¬ 
mitting to your Excellency the inclosed papers received from the Board of Trade, 
being Reports from officers in Her Majesty’s navy as to the best site for the 
proposed lighthouse. 

1 beg likewise to inclose an extract from a note on the general subject of 
Ottoman lighthouses addressed by Lord Granville to Musurus Pasha on the 
31st October last, being the portion of that communication which relates to the 
question of Red Sea lights. I may add, that no answer has yet been received to 
this note. 
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I nave the honour to request that your Excellency will be good enough to 
return to me the original inclosures in this note when done with. 

I avail, &c. 

(Signed) E. BARING. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 39*. 

Nubar Pasha to Sir E. Baring. 

M. le Ministre, Le Caire, le 8 Mars, 1885. 

J’AI l’honneur de vous accuser reception de la d£peche que vous avez bien 
voulu m’adresser le 29 Janvier dernier, et je m’empresse de vous annoncer que le 
Gouvernement de Son Altesse est tout dispose, dans l’int^ret de la navigation et 
sans nouvelles charges pour elle, a proc6der a la construction d’un phare & Abou- 
Aih 

Toutefois, cette lie £tant possession Turque, un accord pr^alable avec la 
Sublime Porte est indispensable pour nous permettre d’entreprendre les travaux que 
n^cessite l’etablissement de ce feu. 

Pour ce qui a trait aux considerations financieres contenues dans votre d4p6che 
et a la modification dventuelle des droits de phare, le Gouvernement de Son Altesse 
ne saurait, M. le Ministre, prendre d’engagements a ce sujet ni limiter sa liberte 
d’action. 

Veuillez, &c. 

Le Ministre des Affaires Etrang&res, 

(Signe) N. NUBAR. 


No. 40. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Baring. 

(No. 19. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office , April 1, 1885. 

IN reply to your despatch No. 15, Commercial, of the 9th ultimo, 1 inclose, for 
your information, copies of letters I have addressed to Musurus Pasha, and also to 
Her Majesty’s Charge d’Affaires at Constantinople, respecting the Porte’s sanction 
for the lighting arrangements at Abou Ail being undertaken by the Egyptian 
Lighthouse Administration.* 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 41. 

Earl Granville to Musurus Pasha. 

M. 1’Ambassadeur, Foreign Office , April 1, 1885. 

AS I had the honour to acquaint your Excellency in my note of the 31st 
October last, the Egyptian Lighthouse Administration have expressed their readiness 
to carry out the necessary works for including the lighting of the neighbourhood of 
Abou Ail in the system under their control. 

I have not yet received any reply to the various points enumerated in that note, 
but as the importance of the erection of a light in this particular neighbourhood is 
daily being more felt, I have to request you to be good enough to again express to 
the Sublime Porte the satisfaction with which Her Majesty’s Government would 
learn that their sanction has been accorded to the arrangement proposed as regards 
the Abou Ail light, aud to point out at the same time the extreme inconvenience 
which has arisen from the delay which has taken place. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


* No. . 

! 758 ] 
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No. 41*. 

Earl Granville to Mr. Wyndham. 

(No. 32. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, April 1, 1885. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 136, Commercial, of the 3rd November 
last, I inclose, for your information, a copy of a note I have addressed to Musurus 
Pasha ;* and I have to request you to take such steps as you properly can to induce 
the Porte to notify their consent to the lights in the neighbourhood of Abou Ail 
being erected and controlled by the Egyptian Lighthouse Administration. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 42. 

Mr. Wyndham to Earl Granville.—(Received April 22.) 

(No. 53. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Constantinople, April 16, 18S5. 

I HAVE the honour to report that, in compliance with the instructions 
contained in your Lordship’s despatch No. 32, Commercial, of the 1st instant, I 
made representations to Assim Pasha on the subject of the proposed lights in the 
neighbourhood of Abou Ail. His Excellency stated that he had quite recently 
instructed Musurus Pasha to inform your Lordship that the Sublime Porte had 
taken the necessary measures for causing the erection at its own expense of the 
lighthouses in question. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) HUGH WYNDHAM. 


No. 43. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White. 

(No. 71. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, July 22, 1885. 

WITH reference to your despatch No. 53, Commercial, of the 6th April last, I 
transmit to you herewith, for your information and guidance, a copy of a letter from 
the Board of Trade,f urging the importance of the erection without delay of the 
projected lighthouse at Abou Ail. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


• No. 41. 


t No. . 
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No. 44. 

Musurus Pasha to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received August 5.) 

f . Ambassade Imperiale Ottom,ane, Londres, le 4 Aout, 1885. 

JE n’ai pas manqud de transmettre 4 son Excellence Assim Pacha les notes que 
son Excellence le Comte Granville m’a adressee en date du 31 Octobre, 1884, et du 
l er Avril, 1885, relativement 5, la question des phares de 1’Empire, et j’ai maintenant 
1 honneur de communique)' a votre hwellenee la r^ponsedu Gouvernernent Imperial 
aux deux notes precitces. 

Le premier point traite dans la premiere de ces notes concerne les phares de 
Chyprc qui out passe depute quelques temps sous le contr61e de l’Administration 
actuelle de Tile. La Sublime Porte »e voit pas d’inconvenient a reconnaitre cette 
Situation. Mais eomrae d’apres I’acte de la nouvellc Concession, la part, des droits 
qui revient au Gouvernement Imperial se trouve etre portee e 28 pour cent, partir 
du 4 Septembre, 1884, date de la remise dn service aux autorites de Chypre, il en 
resulte que ces autorites auraient a majorer d’une somme equivalente le surplus du 
revenu de 1 lie a verscr au Trdsor Imperial. Les autorites de Cliypre auraient, 
en outre, a s’entendre avec 1’Administration des Phares pour le rachat des appareils 
et du materiel que eette Administration a la faculty de odder ; et je suis autorise 4 
informer votre Excellence que cette Administration declare des A present laisser & 
l’dquite du Gouvernement de Sa Majestd la Rcine la fixation du montant du rachat 
en question. 

Le second point indique dans la premiere des deux notes prdcitdes consiste dans 
le ddsir exprimd par son Excellence Lord Granville relativement 4 la creation de 
phares dans la Mer Rouge et dans le Golfe Pcrsique. Le reglemcnt de ce point est 
subordonne 4 une entente avec M. Collas, qui est 4 Paris, ct qui est preUi se rendre 
a Londres pour concourir it un accord satisfaisant entre le Foreign Office et cette 
Ambassade, accord que le Gouvernement Imperial se reserve d’oxaminer a\ant d’y 
donner son approbation definitive. 

Quant 4 traiter avec l’Ambassade Britannique 4 Constantinople toute question se 
rapportantsoit 41’ameliorafiou des phares existants, soit 4 la construction de nouveaux 
phares I’admission de cette manure de proceder pr6sentcrn.il t rop d’inconven'.cnts pour 
que le Gouvernement Imperial put contracter un tel engagement. Mais je suis 
autoris6 4 donner 4 votre Excellence l’assurance que tout ce qui pout se rattacher 
au perfectionnementdes phares existants on 4 la construction de nouveaux phares 
fera toujours l’objet de la sollicitude du Gouvernement Imperial, et que la Sublime 
Porte accueillera avec empressemeut et examinera avec la plus grande attention les 
ameliorations qui pourraient lui btre suggdrees 4 cct diet par le Gouvernement de 
Sa Majesty la Heine. 

Pour ce qui est de la construction, recommundee dans les deux notes preeitees, 
deux phares, l’un 4 Abou-Ail et l’autre 4 Moka, le Gouvernement Imperial a decide 
l’etablissement de ces deux phares, qui sont le commencement de l’exeeution de 
l’dclairage de la Mer Rouge, et a dojA pris des mesures pour leur erection dans le 
plus bref delai possible. 

J’ai, &c. 

(Signe) MUSURUS. 


No. 45. 

Th6 Marquis of Salisbury to Musurus Pasha. 

M. l’Ambassadeur, Foreign Office, August 11, 1885. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Excellency’s note, 
dated the 4th instant, relating to the question of the lights on the coasts of the 
Ottoman Empire, with especial regard to the Lighthouse Service at Cyprus, and the 
erection of lighthouses in the Red Sea and the Persian Gulf. 

I beg, in reply, to acquaint you that the representations contained in your 
Excellency’s note on the above points are receiving the attentive consideration of 
[758] M 
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Her Majesty’s Government, and that their decision thereupon will be duly commu¬ 
nicated to the Sublime Porte. 

I liave, &e. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 46. 

Sir W. White to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received August 12.) 

(No. 96. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Therapia , August 5, 1886. 

YOUR Lordship was pleased to send me the copy of a letter from the Board of 
Trade, urging the importance of the erection, without delay, of the projected light¬ 
house at Abou Ail, with your despatch No. 71, Commercial, of the 22nd ultimo. 

Before the receipt of this despatch, my attention to the importance of having 
two lights there was called privately by Mr. Egerton from Cairo. 

M. Marinich, under instructions from me, has had interviews with several 
Turkish Ministers, and I have the honour to inclose a copy of his Report to me on 
the subject. 

Want of funds is pleaded as the sole cause of this injurious delay, but the 
suggestion thrown out, that the Egyptian Government would readily undertake the 
construction of these two lights in the Red Sea, has not been responded to by the 
Porte. 

J have laid great stress on the promise given to Earl Granville on the subject 
by Musurus Pasha in April last, and I am told that the Sultan’s Ambassador will be 
instructed to broach the subject to your Lordship with a view to obtain your 
consent to this work being done by Messrs. Collas, who have a general contract for 
lighthouses in the Empire, a contract which, at the time of its renewal, led to a 
lengthy and complicated discussion between the two Governments, which terminated 
in London in November 1884, after consultation with the Board of Trade. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) W. A. WHITE. 


Inclosure in No. 46. 

Memorandum. 

LORD SALISBURY’S despatch, dated the 22nd July. 

I have not failed to impress upon the Ottoman Minister for Foreign Affairs the 
necessity and importance of giving effect without further delay to the decision 
communicated by Musurus Pasha to Lord Granville in April last with respect to the 
erection of the lighthouse at Abou Ail in the Red Sea. 

His Excellency Assim Pasha stated, in reply, that in obedience to the Imperial 
Iradt: issued on this subject, the Minister of Marine has already taken measures in 
order to be able to cause the erection, at the Sublime Porte’s own expeuse, of two 
lighthouses in the Red Sea, the one at Abou Ail and the other at Mokha. Besides 
this, Assim Pasha, in view of my repeated steps, lias verbally called the attention 
of his Excellency Assim Pasha to this case, and has also written to-day to him to 
represent the necessity of having these lighthouses erected with as little delay as 
possible. 

I have also been given to understand at the Porte that the Minister of Marine 
applied some time ago to the Minister of Finance for the necessary funds to meet 
the expenses connected with the erection of the said lighthouses, but that the 
delays in finding the money are to be attributed to the financial embarrassments 
which surround the Ottoman Exchequer. 

(Signed) H. MARINICH. 

Per a, August 1, 1885. 
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No. 47. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Musurus Pasha. 

M. l’Ambassadeur, Foreign Office , September 14,1885. 

I HAVE the honour to state to your Excellency that, on considering your note 
of the 4th ultimo, there are two points in connection with the lighting of the Red 
Sea with regard to which the precise meaning of your communication is not entirely 
understood. The first passage runs as follows :— 

“ Le second point indiqu£ dans la premiere des deux notes precitees consiste 
dans le ddsir exprimd par son Excellence Lord Granville, relativement h la creation 
de phares dans la Mer Rouge et dans le Golfe Persique. Le rdglement de ce point 
est subordonn6 k une entente avec M. Collas, qui est k Paris, et qui est pret a se 
rendre & Londres pour concourir a un accord satisfaisant entre le Foreign Office et 
cette Ambassade, accord que le Gouvernement Imperial se reserve a examiner avant 
d’y donner son approbation d6finitive.” 

Does this paragraph mean that the Red Sea and Persian Gull are still to be 
included in the Concession granted by the Porte to M. Collas, but that this Office is 
to arrange with him where and when new lights are to be erected ? Secondly, does 
the phrase in the last paragraph of vour Excellency’s note, “ le commencement de 
l’exticution de l’eclairage de la Mer Rouge,” mean the execution of the Concession 
granted to M. Collas as regards the Red Sea ? 

I should be glad to be favoured with a reply to these inquiries at your 
Excellency’s early convenience. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 48. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Mr. Egerton. 


(No. 64. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, December 18,1885. 

I TRANSMIT to you the accompanying copies of correspondence, as noted in 
the margin,* between this Department and the Board of Trade, relating to the 
question of establishing a light on or in the neighbourhood of Cape Guardafui. 

You will observe that, in the letter from the Board of Trade of the 19th 
October, attention is drawn to the representations made by the Corporation of 
Trinity House in favour of such a light in preference to the erection of a lighthouse 
on Socotra Island ; and it is suggested that the cost of its establishment and main¬ 
tenance should be met by the levying of a special toll on all vessels passing or 
deriving benefit from the light. 

In the reply from this Office, dated the 26th October, it is recommended that, in 
the first instance, it should be ascertained whether the Egyptian Government 
would be prepared to devote to this service a portion of the large surplus funds now 
arising from the excess of the receipts over the expenditure of the Egyptian Light¬ 
house Board. 

The question as to how far this surplus could be considered available for 
meeting the cost of the light is dealt with in the Board of Trade’s letter of the 
14th November, wherein the point is also raised whether it is intended that the work 
should be undertaken by the Egyptian Government. 

Finally, in answer to the suggestions on these several heads contained in the 
letter fron/this Office of the 30th ultimo, the Board of Trade in their letter of the 
15th instant state that they will be prepared to undertake the details of the scheme, 
and to take such steps as may hereafter prove necessary for carrying them into 
effect. They consider it, however, essential, in the first place, to obtain an authori¬ 
tative statement of the present condition of the Egyptian Lighthouse Accounts, in 
order that it may be ascertained whether the expenses of placing and maintaining 
the proposed light-vessel, and any additional lights in the Red Sea or Gulf of Aden, 
can be met out of the Egyptian light dues. 


• No. 
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Inclosure 1 in No. 60. 

Etat indiquant le co4t des Phares, le “ Percentage ” dfi, et le montant des Bevenus 
nets payd au Gouvemement Elgyptien jusqu’a fin 1884. 


Annies. 

Codt des Phares. 

Mai & Mai 1872.. 

10 pour cent du .. .. .. 

£ E. 

165,750 

16,575 

I. 1871-72.—Pay6 sur le 10 pour cent 

182,325 

7,744 

“Alma'ida” .. .. .. .. 

174,581 

16,666 

10 pour cent dd .. .. .. 

191,247 

19,125 

II. 1872-73.—Pay6 sur le 10 pour cent .. .. 

210,372 

7,319 

S.S. “Dib”. 

“El-Weg” .. 

203,053 

6,825 

629 

10 pour cent du .. .. .. 

210,507 

21,051 

III. 1873-74.—PayS sur le 10 pour cent .. .. 

231,558 

12,188 

10 pour cent dd .. .. .. 

219,370 

21,937 

IV. 1874-75.—Pay6 sur le 10 pour cent .. 

241,307 

19,646 

10 pour cent dd .. .. .. 

221,661 

22,166 

V. 1876-76.—Pay6 sur le 10 pour cent ,. .. 

243,827 

16,009 

“Brisel” .. .. .. .. 

227,818 

11,910 

10 pour cent dd .. ., 

239,728 

23,973 

VI. 1876-77.—Payd sur le 10 pour cent .. .. 

263,701 

18,208 

Berberah 

245,493 

7,106 

10 pour cent dd ,, ,. 

252,599 

25,260 

VII. 1877-78.—Pay6 sur le 10 pour cent .. .. 

277,859 
, 16,232 

10 pour cent dd .. .. 

261,627 
. 26,163 

VIII. 1878-79,—Payd sur le 10 pour cent .. 

287,790 

. 12,812 

10 pour cent dd pour deux tiers de l’an, Ma 
1879 d Docembre 1879 . 

274,978 

i 

. 18,334 


293,312 
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Annees. 

Codt des Phares. 

IX. 

Fin 1879.—Paye sur le 10 pour cent 


£ E. 

11,856 


Suez H. 7 .. .. 


281,456 

170 


10 pour cent dd 

• • • * 

281,626 

28,163 

X. 

Fin 1880.—Pay6 sur le 10 pour cent 

• « • • 

309,789 

30,497 


10 pour cent du 

• • •« 

279,292 

27,929 

XI. 

Fin 1881.—Payd sur le 10 pour cent 


307,221 

46,589 


S.S. “Arda”.. .. 

“ Deux Freres ” 


260 632 

19,354 

1,776 


10 pour cent du 


281,762 

28,176 

XII. 

Fin 1882.—Paye sur le 10 pour cent 

• * • t 



10 pour cent dd .. 

« • • • 

259,496 

25,950 

XIII. 

Fin 1883.—Paye sur le 10 pour cent 

• • • » 

285,446 

60,864 


10 pour cent dd 

• • • • 

224,582 

22,458 

xrv. 

Fin 1884.—Paye sur le 10 pour cent 


247,040 

63,803 




183,237 


Inclosure 2 in No. 50. 

Lighthouse Administration. 


Comparative Statement of Budget 


Estimates and Actuals for the Years 1878 to 1884 


Receipts. 



Years. 


Dues. 

Estimates. 

Actuals. 

Difference. 



Plus. 

Minus. 

1878 

• • • • 


Light dues 

)) * • 

£ E. 
42,843 

£ E. 
41,780 

£ E. 

£ E. 
1,063 

1879 



42,843 

41,435 

41,360 

• • 

1,483 

1880 

• • • • 


}) • • 

56,108 

14,673 

• • 

1881 

• • • • 


9) • • 

42,688 

70,395 

27,707 


1882 

• • « • 


91 • • 

66,850 

77,227 


• • 

1883 



99 •» 

70,690 

88,261 

17,571 

• • 

1884 

• • • • 


99 • • 

80,740 

90,152 

9,412 

•• 
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Expenditure. 


Years. 

Salaries. 

Maintenance. 

Ship. 

Estimates. 

Actuals. 

Estimates. 

Actuals. 

Estimates. 

Actuals. 




£ E. 

£ E. 

£ E. 

£ E. 

£ E. 

£ E. 

1878 .. 



18,790 

17,056 

7,054 

9,781 

0 

• » 

1879 .. 



18,010 

16,460 

5,990 

9,323 

( 2 ) 

. • 

1880 .. 



16,906 

16,632 

5,981 

4,392 

1,681 

1,216 

1881 .. 



17,662 

16,889 

5,981 

4,404 

1,681 

1,406 

1882 .. 



17,868 

10,765 

6,296 

4,415 

2,001 

1,887 

1883 .. 



18,295 

17,885( S ) 

5,796 

4,215 

1,986 

1,471 

1884 .. 



18,654 

18,2970 

5,257 

4,870 

1,785 

1,852 




Extraordinary Repairs. 

Totals. 

Difference. 


Years. 










Estimates. 

Actuals. 

Estimates. 

Actuals. 

Plus. 

Minus. 




£ E. 

££. 

£ E. 

£ E. 

£ E. 

£ E. 

1878 .. 




, , 

25,844 

26,837 

993 

, , 

1879 .. 




• . 

24,000 

25,783 

1,783 


1880 .. 



, . 

1,2810 

24,568 

23,521 

, , 

1,047 

1881 .. 



300 

1,279(8) 

25,624 

23,978 

, # 

1,646 

1882 .. 



600 

1,8610 

26,765 

24,928 

# . 

1,837 

1883 .. 

• • • • 


1,300 

2,647( 8 ) 

27,377 

26,218 

. , 

1,159 

1884 .. 

• • • • 


800 

1,3300 

26,496 

26,349 

• * 
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Out-ports Administration. 


Comparative Statement of Budget Estimates and Actuals for the Year 1884. 





Difference. 

Offices 

for Collection 
of Dues. 


Denomination of Dues. 

Estimates. 

Actuals. 

Plus. 

Minus. 

Collection 
in 1884. 

Receipts. 

£ E. 

£ E. 

£ E. 

£ E. 


£ E. 

Stamps and registration .. .. 

10 

13 

3 

• ' 

• « 

• , 

Port dues 

1,350 

1,160 

, m 

190 

Alexandria 

53 

Quay dues .. .. .. 

1,360 

1,001 

176 


359 

Rosetta ,. 

62 

Captains’ and sailors’ licences 

250 

, , 

74 

Damietta .. 

1,003 

Ballast dues .. .. 


341 

• • 

359 

Suez 

1,964 

Entry dues .. .. ., 

■ ■ 

198 

8 

, , 

, # 


Permit dues 

■ 

104 

4 



, . 

Various receipts .. .. .. 


70 

5 

, . 

• * 

, . 

Day’s deduction .. ,, .. 


19 

19 

•• 

•• 

•• 


4,025 

3,082 

39 

982 

** 

3,082 

Expenditure. 



■ 




Salaries .. .. 

1,686 

MV ^ 

■ 

59 

, , 


Various expenditure .. 

564 


If 

280 

. . 

, , 

Maintenance and construction 

750 

171 

H 

579 

•• 

•• 


3,000 

2,082 

•• 

918 

• • 

•• 


( l ) ( 2 ) It is difficult to separate the expenditure for these years under different heads, and therefore main¬ 
tenance, ship, and extraordinary repairs appear under one head. 

(*) Addition of Brothers’ Lighthouse and extra crew of new ship. 

0 Three new employes for service at Port Said and Sue*. 

0 Repairs to “ Dib-el-Balir ” after being run ashore. 

( 6 ) Suudry repairs to offices and lighthouses. Illumination at Port Said during Khedive’s visit. Purchaee- 
of oil and materials for tn o years. 

0 New boats for the Central Divan. Repairs to Alexandria Lighthouse. Bringing new ship to* 
Alexandria. 

0 Completion of “ Biothers” and repairs to “Zeuobia.” 

0 Repairs to Ashiafi, Zaffarana, and Dumietta. 
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No. 51. 

The Earl of Rosebery to Sir E. Baring . 

(No. 4. Commercial. Ext.) 

Sir, Foreign Office , March 9,1886. 

I HAVE this da) informed you by telegram that the lights proposed to be erected 
at Abou Ail and Mocha, and referred to in Mr. Egerton’s despatch No. 1 of the 4th 
January last, are included in a Concession granted in 1881 by the Porte to M. Collas, 
and that therefore it is undesirable, with a view to avoiding complications, that the 
®8yP^ an Administration should take any steps in order to erect lights on these sites. 

For your more complete information as to the present state of this case, I inclose 
copies of correspondence with the Turkish Embassy on the subject.* 

Her Majesty’s Government are now endeavouring to come to some arrangement 
with the Porte under which the lights really needed in the Bud Sea may be put up 
without reference to others comprised in the Concession granted to M. Collas by the 
Porte in 1881. 

I am in communication with the Board of Trade upon the subject, and so soon as 
the note to the Turkish Ambassador is finally settled a copy will be sent to you. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) ROSEBERY. 


No. 52. 

The Earl of Rosebery to Sir E. Baring. 

(No. 6. Commercial.) 

Sir, . ^ Foreign Office, March 12, 1886. 

THE Marquis of Salisbury referred to the Board of Trade Mr. Eger ton’s despatch 
No. 1, Commercial, dated the 4th January last, and in now transmitting to you a copy 
of the letter received from that Department in reply,t I have to request that you will 
furnish me with any observations which \nu may have to offer as to the steps which it 
may be practicable to take, with a view of meeting the wishes of the Board of Trade in 
regard to the Egyptian Lighthouse charges. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) ROSEBERY. 


No. 53. 

The Earl of Rosebery to Sir E. Baring. 

(No. 6. Commercial. Confidential.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 12, 1886. 

WITH reference to my preceding Commercial despatch of this day’s date, I 
transmit to you a Memorandum and two Statements annexed thereto, which will make 
you acquainted with the terms of a scheme which has been suggested on the part of the 
Board of Trade for relieving shipping from part of the present charges in connection 
with Egyptian light dues. 1 should be glad if you will consider this scheme, and advise 
me confidentially whether you think it can be prudently adopted in the present position, 
and in regard to the future prospects of the finances of Egypt. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) ROSEBERY. 


• No. 

[7581 


f No. 


o 
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Inclosure in No. 53. 

Memorandum respecting Egyptian Light Dues. 

the Administration "’ill be paid off ’ minimum estimate, for, as a matter 

random. This calculation is, however ba ed on a ,^ 1 ", in consequence of 

5ss«sSta?'rf 

an increase in the number of lights. ,i,„j ,i ia t this work should be 

But as matters now stand, it is not contemplated mjght be 

^^dst« 

-fSfiSA to erccflights on territory under their own 

sovereignty. p f sanct i 0 n to allow the Egyptian 

AdnfcSSSta to”UgMAbou. Ail and Mocha^ hut as their consent hr. «jta 

nr: —*■» 

“e fact, therefore, of the 

and its attendant cost, would seem to affordi fair£0QDds tor a repr^ 
modification should be made m the exis mg ^ consent to a reduction of 

ss'ii'SSLSra rz&usi,™ - >•— 

by 1892 is appended (Annex B). 

March 12,1886. _.___ 


Annex (A). 


Estimated position of debt on the Egyptian Lighthouse Account, according to present 


arrangement:— 


December 1884—> 
Debt .. 

10 per cent. .. 


Surplus on dues .. 

December 1885- 
Debt 

10 percent... •• 


Surplus on dues ., 

December 1886— 

Debt .. • • 

10 per cent. ,. 


£ 

183,237 

18,324 

201,561 

62,000 


139.500 
14,000 

153.500 
63,000 


90,500 

9,000 


Surplus on dues 

December 1887 — 

Debt 

10 per cent... 


99,500 

64,000 


35,500 

3,500 


Sui plus on dues .. 


39,000 

64,000 
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The debt will be paid off at present rate in 1888. But practically the dues are 
increasing faster than allowed for, so this is a minimum calculation. Thus they have 
only one and a-half years to run after the coming December. 

G. S. N. 


Annex (B). 

Suggested Scheme regarding the Egyptian Lighthouse Accounts, reducing Red Sea 
Dues fths, and Rate of Interest on Debt from 10 per cent, to 5 per cent., as recom¬ 
mended by Board of Trade. 

£ 

This year there will be paid into Treasuiy as suiplus dues.. .. .. 63,500 

Leaving a debt still due on December 31, 1886, of .. .. .. 90/00 


(If the present 10 per cent, is continued and dues not reduced, the Egyptian 
Treasury will receive upwards of 60,000/. next year and the following, but then must 
reduce the dues.) 

£ 

Theie will be a debt on December 31, 1886, about .. .. .. 90,500 

Less 5 per cent., plus surplus dues .. .. .. .. 14,000 

December 31, 1887.. .. .. .. .. .. .. 76,500 

Less 5 per cent., plus surplus dues .. .. .. .. 14,700 

December 31, 1888.. .. .. .. .. .. .. 61,800 

Less 5 per cent., plus surplus dues .. .. .. 15,400 

December 31, 1889 .. .. .. .. .. 46,400 

Less 5 per cent., plus surplus dues .. .. .. .. 16,200 

December 31, 1890.. .. .. .. .. .. 30,200 

Less 5 per cent., plus surplus dues .. .. .. .. 17,000 

December 31, 1891 .. .. .. ,, .. 13,200 

Less 5 per cent., plus surplus dues .. .. .. .. 18,000 

Debt extinguished 1892. 

This is a minimum estimate, and I believe a larger sum will be paid off yearly. 

G. 6. N. 


No. 54 

The Earl of Rosebery to Sir E. Thornton. 

(No. 24. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 12,1886, 

WITH reference to Sir W. White’s despatch No. 96, Commercial, of the 
5th August last, I transmit, for your Excellency’s information, copies of correspondence, 
as marked in the margin,* which has passed between this Office and the Turkish 
Embassy upon the subject of the Concession granted by the Porte in 1881 to M. Collas 
for the purpose of erecting certain lights in the Red Sea and Persian Gulf. 

Her Majesty’s Government are now endeavouring to come to some arrangement 
with the Porte under which the lights really needed in the Red Sea may be put up 
without reference to others comprised in the Concession granted to M. Collas by the 
Porte in 1881. 

I am in communication with the Board of Trade upon the subject, and so soon as 
the note to the Turkish Ambassador is finally settled a copy will be sent to you. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) ROSEBERY. 



* Nos. 44, 47, and 49. 





FT 
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No. 55. 

The Earl of Rosebery to Rustem Pasha. 

M. l’Ambassadeur, Foreign Office, March 22, 1886. 

HER Majesty’s Government have not failed to take into their careful considera¬ 
tion the observations contained in the note of his Excellency Muslims Pasha of the 
4th August last, as well as those in your Excellency’s further note of the 8th 
January last, on the subject of the proposed lights iu the Red Sea, and they trust 
that the time is now approaching when a satisfactory settlement of the question may be 
arrived at. 

It is, however, very desirable that the Government of His Imperial Majesty 
should clearly understand the position of Her Majesty’s Government in regard to this 
matter. They are satisfied, M. l’Ambassadeur, that a proper appreciation of the 
circumstances will convince the Porte that it is no want of desire to meet the views of 
His Imperial Majesty that has hitherto stood in the way of a solution of the points at 
issue. 

The facts are, very briefly, as follows:— 

The Sublime Porte granted to M. Collas, in 1881, a Concession for the purpose 
of erecting a system of some thirty lights in various Iparts of the Red Sea, the coast of 
Arabia, and the Persian Gulf. But, as your Excellency points out in your note of the 
8th January last, the coming into operation of this Concession is contingent upon the 
acceptance by the concessionnaires of a Tariff to be drawn up by the Sublime Porte in 
concert with the Maritime Powers. Now, so far as British trading interests are 
concerned, the only two places at which lights are really needed at present by British 
vessels are Mocha and Abou Ail; and Her Majesty’s Government learn with satisfaction 
from the concluding passage of the note from Musurus Pasha of the 4th August last, that 
the Government of the Sultan have decided on the erection of these two lights, and have 
already taken steps to carry it out as soon as possible. Her Majesty’s Government do not 
conceive it to be within their province to discuss whether the lights should be 
constructed under contract with M. Collas or in any other manner which the Porte 
thinks proper to adopt. They are most willing, on their part, to afford every facility to 
enable Turkey to provide for the repayment, by dues or otherwise, of the actual expense 
of erecting and maintaining the two particular lights above referred to; and, further, if 
such a course would be likely to facilitate a settlement, they would be very happy to 
agree to confer personally with M. Collas at this Office upon these details. 

It must, however, be understood that the details to be thus discussed with M. Collas 
would relate, principally, if not altogether, to these two lights, and the special Tariff to 
be paid in respect of them by vessels in transit through the Red Sea. 

As regards the proposed lights at ports on that sea, Her Majesty’s Government are 
ready to agree, in principle, that vessels which touch at those ports shall pay adequate 
light dues, on an engagement that these lights at Red Sea ports shall be maintained in 
an efficient state, and that improvements required in the interest of navigation shall be 
promptly carried out. 

Her Majesty’s Government are, however, in justice to the British shipping trade, 
compelled to make it a condition that accounts of receipts and expenditure in respect of 
the two lights above referred to shall be kept separately from those of the proposed new 
lights at Red Sea ports, if erected, and be published periodically for the use of the trade 
that pay the dues, and that reductions should be made in the dues when the receipts 
exceed the expenditure. 

Her Majesty’s Government do not consider that any action is required at present 
with regard to lights on the coast of Arabia other than at Abou Ail and Mocha, or in the 
Persian Gulf; and they hold that this question should be left aside in the settlement of 
the several questions in regard to the Red Sea lights which are required in the interests 
of through traffic. 


I have, &c. 

(Signed) ROSEBERY. 


53 


No. 56. 

The Earl of Rosebery to Sir E. Baring. 

(No. 8. Commercial.) 

®* r » Foreign Office, March 27, 1886. 

WITH reference to the concluding paragraph of my despatch No. 4, Commercial, 
of the 9th instant, I inclose, for your information, a copy of a note that l have 
addressed to the Turkish Ambassador respecting the erection of lighthouses in the 
Red Sea.* 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) ROSEBERY. 


No. 57. 

The Earl of Rosebery to Sir E. Thornton. 

(No. 32. Commercial.) 

Sir, ^ Foreign Office , March 27, 1886. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 24, Commercial, of the 12th instant, I 
transmit, for your Excellency’s information, a copy of a note that I have addressed to 
the Turkish Ambassador respecting the erection of lighthouses in the Red Sea.* 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) ROSEBERY. 


No. 58. 

Sir E. Baring to the Earl of Rosebery.—{Received March 30.) 

(No. 9. Commercial. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Cairo, March 22, 1886. 

I SHOWED your Lordship’s despatch No, 4, Commercial, to Morice Pasha, the 
Controller of the Egyptian Lighthouse Administration. 

He suggests that, in view of the Agreement made by the Porte with Messrs. Collas 
and Michel, the Egyptian Government should try to come to some understanding with 
them to erect the Abou Ail Lighthouse for the Government, the latter paying the cost 
of erection and maintenance, with the understanding that no extra dues were charged 
by the Egyptian Government: while, in return, as the costs were defrayed by the 
Egyptian Government, that no claim for light dues should be made by Messrs. Collas 
or Michel. 

Morice Pasha added that if the Egyptian Government got the Abou Ail light they 
could do without the Mocha one, if necessary. 

Referring to the paragraph in Rustem Pasha’s letter ro Lord Salisbury of the 
8th January last, in which it is stated that the Turkish Government contemplate the 
construction of twenty-three new lights in the Red Sea, Morice Pasha said that the idea 
is unreasonable; for that, if a light is put up at Abou Ail, and possibly at Mocha, no 
navigator would require any more, as from Abou Ail up to Suez the sea is sufficiently 
lighted. Nor, he thinks, will ship-owners consent to pay more than they do now. 

Morice Pasha feels sure that, with the two lights at Abou Ail and Mocha, no more 
would be asked for on this point. 

I have, &c. 

(For Sir E. Baring), 

(Signed) G. H. PORTAL. 


• No. 55. 

[7681 
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No. 59. 

The Earl of Rosebery to Sir E. Baring. 

(No. 9. Commercial.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, April 1,1886, 1 p.m. 

YOUR despatch No. 9, Commercial: Red Sea lights. 

See my No. 8, Commercial. Better to await reply from Turkish Ambassador before 
taking further action. 


No. 60. 

The Earl of Rosebery to Sir E. Baring. 

(No. 10. Commercial. Ext.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, April 1, 1886. 

I HAVE received your despatch No. 9, Commercial, of the 22nd ultimo, on the 
subject of lights in the Red Sea, and stating that Morice Pasha suggests that the 
Egyptian Government should come 1o some arrangement with the Porte with the view to 
the Lighthouse Administration of the former erecting the lights which are needed at or 
near Abou Ail and Mocha. 

In reply, I would observe that nothing could be more desirable than such an 
arrangement if there seemed any possibility or likelihood of its being effected. But if 
you will be good enough to refer to the note addressed to Musurus Pasha on the 
31st October, 1884, and the subsequent correspondence with the Turkish Embassy, 
copies of which were inclosed in my despatch No. 4, Commercial, of the 9th ultimo, you 
will perceive that the Porte evince no disposition whatever to come to any such under¬ 
standing, and it would seem, therefore, highly improbable that a similar proposition 
made to them direct by the Egyptian Government would be attended with any more 
satisfactory result. 

It was in face of this difficulty that Her Majesty’s Government considered the only 
alternative left to them was to make the suggestion to Rustem Pasha which is contained 
in my note to his Excellency of the 22nd ultimo, of which a copy was forwarded to you in 
my despatch No. 8, Commercial, of the 27th ultimo, and until a reply has been received 
to that note it might only tend to complicate matters if a fresh proposal were made 
direct to the Porte by the Egyptian Government, involving a scheme which the Porte 
have already refused to accept. 

I inclose, for your confidential information, a selection of priuted correspondence 
on this subject.* 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) ROSEBERY. 


No. 61. 

Sir E. Baring to the Earl of Ronebery.—(Received May 3.) 

(No. 11. Commercial. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Cairo, April 21, 1886. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Lordship’s despatches 
Nos. 5 and 6, Commercial, of the 12th March, 1886, on the subject of the reduction of 
the lighthouse dues. In the latter of these despatches your Lordship communicates to 
me a scheme which has been put forward by the Board of Trade, and requests me to 
state whether, in my opinion, it can be prudently adopted in the present position, and 
with regard to the future prospects of the finances of Egypt. 

The proposal of the Board of Trade is to reduce the Red Sea dues by three-eighths, 
and the rate of interest on the Debt from 10 to 5 per cent. In the Budget of 1886, the 
revenue on account of light dues is estimated at £ E. 90,000. The expenditure is 
estimated at about £ E. 31,000. The net revenue which the Egyptian Government 
expects to derive from this source is, therefore, about £ E. 59,000. 

These figures approximate closely with those of the Budget on which the Financial 
Convention was based. 


• Nos. 


The proposal of the Board of Trade would involve a loss to the Egyptian Govern¬ 
ment of three-eighths of £ E. 90,000, that is to say, about £ E. 34,000, a portion of 
which, however, might possibly be recouped should the traffic increase. 

Your Lordship is aware that, as matters at present stand, the Egyptian revenue and 
expenditure, even after a 5 per cent, deduction is made from the interest on the Debt, is 
nearly exactly balanced. The Budget of 1886 shows a surplus of only about £ E. 8,000, 
and it is questionable whether even this surplus will be realized. 

Your Lordship is also aware of how extremely desirable it is that the Egyptian 
Government should be able to resume pavment of the full interest on the Debt in 1887. 
It is certain that the only chance of attaining this object is to be found in diminishing 
expenditure and developing revenue to the utmost extent possible. 

From the point of view of the interest of trade, there can be no doubt that a strong 
case exists in favour of a reduction of dues. On the other hand, there can be equally 
little doubt that the Egyptian Government cannot, under present circumstances, afford 
to sacrifice a revenue of some £ E. 30,000 a-year. On the whole, I venture to submit to 
your Lordship that it will be advisable to leave matters as they stand for the present, but 
that when the Budget for the year 1887 comes under discussion, the Egyptian Govern¬ 
ment should consider whether some smaller reduction than that proposed by the Board 
of Trade might not be made. Should the traffic increase, and the net revenue of the 
Egyptian Government therefore exceed the sum fixed by the Financial Convention, the 
adoption of this course will be materially facilitated. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) E. BARING. 


No. 62. 

The Earl of Rosebery to Sir E. Baring. 

(No. 16. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, May 19, 1886. 

WITH reference to your despatch No. 11, Commercial, of the 21st ultimo respecting 
the proposed reduction of the Egyptian light dues, I transmit herewith a copy of a letter 
from the Board of Trade, to whom your despatch was referred; and I request you to 
inform me whether, after perusing that letter, you find in it anything to affect the opinion 
you have expressed on the subject. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) ROSEBERY. 


Inclosure in No. 62. 

Board of Trade to Foreign Office. 

Sir, Board of Trade, London, May 12, 1886. 

I AM directed by the Board of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 6th instant, in which you transmit a copy of a despatch from Sir E. Baring on the 
subject of the reduction of the Egyptian light dues, and ask that they will favour the 
Earl of Rosebery with any observations which they may desire to offer thereupon. 

In reply, I am to request that you will be good enough to inform his Lordship that, 
as it appears that the question of reducing these dues is treated with regard to its effect 
upon the finances of Egypt rather than with reference to the just taxation of the shipping 
concerned, the Board of Trade have no further observations to offer. 

I am, however, to point out that Sir E. Baring’s statement " that the proposal of the 
Board of Trade would involve a loss to the Egyptian Government of three-eighths of 
£ E. 90,000, that is to say, about £ E. 34,000,” is apparently based upon a miscon¬ 
ception. The reduction of three-eighths proposed by this Board referred to the Red 
Sea dues only. 

The inclosure which accompanied your letter is herewith returned. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) THOMAS GRAY. 
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No. 63. 

Str E. Baring to the Earl of Rosebery.—(Received June 8.) 

(No. 16. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Cairo, June 1 , 1886. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Lordship’s despatch No. 16, 
Commercial, of the 19th ultimo. 

I have to express my regret that in my former despatch (No. 11, Commercial, of the 
21st April) I should have made an error in the figures. I ought, in fact, as the Board 
of Trade rightly point out, to have calculated the loss which would accrue from a 
reduction in the Red Sea light dues only. 

The inclosed letter from Morice Pasha will show your Lordship what proportion 
those dues bear to the total revenue. The loss of revenue, if a reduction of three- 
eighths were made, would he about 29,000 1., not 34,000/., as stated in my previous 
despatch. 

This, however, is still a large sum. 

Regarding the question from the point of view of Egyptian finance, I regret to be 
obliged to say that the difference does not substantially modify the views expressed in 
my previous despatch. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) E. BARING. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 63. 

Morice Pasha to Mr. Portal. 

My dear Portal, Alexandria, May 31, 1886. 

I RECEIVED yours of the 2lst, with two inclosures (which I now return). 

The Red Sea light dues amounted last year to £ E. 77,667, so a reduction of three- 
eighths would amount to a loss of revenue to the Egyptian Government of £ E. 29,111. 
As it may interest Sir Evelyn Baring, I inclose a Statement of light dues collected last 
year at different ports. 

Yours, &c. 

(Signed) MORICE PASHA. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 63. 

£ E. 

Revenue of 1885 .. .. ., .. ,. .. .. 91,588 


Of which Mediterranean dues— 



£ E. 

£ E. 

Alexandria 

„ , 

, # 

.. 8,890 


Rosetta 


, t 

105 


Damietta .. .. 

, # 

, # 

.. 583 


Port Said ., .. 

Red Sea dues— 

* * 

* * 

.. 4,343 

13,921 

Port Said .. .. 

# # 

, , 

38,957 


Suez .. ,. 

•• 

•• 

.. 38,710 

77,667 


91,588 
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No. 64. 

Sir E. Earing to the Earl of Rosebery.-—(Received June 14.) 

(No. 264.) 

My Lord, Cairo, June 4,1886. 

I HAVE the honour to forward herewith to your Lordship a Report, drawn up by 
Morice Pasha, on the working of the Administration of Lighthouses and Outports for the 
year 1886. 

I would call your Lordship’s attention to Table (C), p. 23 of the Report, which gives 
the total receipts and expenditure of the Lighthouse Administration for that year. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) E. BARING. 


Inclosure in No. 64. 


Table (C).— Lighthouse Administration, 1885. 


Receipts. 


OffieeB for collection of Dues. 

Estimates. 

Actuals. 

Difference. 

Plus. 

Minus. 

Light Dues. 

Alexandria .. .. .. .. 

Rosetta .. .. .. .. 

Damietta .. .. .. .. 

Port Said ,. .. .. .. 

Suez «. .. •# .. 

Various dues .. .. .. 


£ E. 

8,890 

105 

583 

43,300 

38,710 

£ E. 

1,588 

£ E. 

90,000 

740 

91,588 

616 

1,588 

*124 

90,740 

92,204 

1,588 

124 


Expendithke. 


Salaries .. 


18,286 

17,983 


303 

Maintenance .. 



4,036 


991 

Ship .. .. .. 


2,186 

1,684 

« • 

502 

Extraordinary repairs .. 


997 

1,451 

454* 

.. 

Purchase of ground, Port Said.. 


• • 

2,892 

2,892 

• • 

New lights .. 



•• 

•• 

5,000 



31,496 

28,046f 

3,346 

6,796 


miuns net, £ E. 3,450. 


* About £E. 150 new electric machine at Port Said 
„ 300 beyond estimate for Brullos 

| If this amount is reduced by the cost of the ground at Port Said, £ E. 2,892, the expenditure for the 
year will be £ E. 25,154. 

[768] P* 
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No. 65. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir E. Baring . 


(No. 5. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 12, 1887. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 4, Commercial, of the 2nd instant, I inclose, 
for your information, copies of correspondence with the Board of Trade, as noted in the 
margin,* respecting Egyptian light dues. 

I have, at the same time, to state to you that there will be great difficulty in 
maintaining these dues much longer on their present scale. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 66. 

Sir E. Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received March 21.) 

(No. 157. Confidential.) 

(Extract.) Cairo, March 14, 1887. 

I HAVE the honour to report to your Lordship that a short time ago the agents 
of the principal Steam-ship Companies addressed a Petition to M. de Martino, the Doyen 
of the Diplomatic Corps at Cairo, urging that a reduction should be made in the light 
dues. 

Your Lordship will recollect that this subject has frequently been under the con¬ 
sideration of Her Majesty’s Government. 

I observe that quite recently a question was asked about it in the House of 
Commons. 

The facts are briefly as follows 

The light dues yield a revenue to the Egyptian Government which is largely in 
excess of the expenditure. Considered on their own merits, the complaints of the 
Steam-ship Companies are very well founded. A strong case has undoubtedly been 
made out for the reduction of these dues, which weigh heavily on commerce. 

On the other hand, the Budget of the Convention made provision for receipts from 
these dues which are about equal to the actual revenue. 

In many respects the estimates both for revenue and expenditure framed at the 
time of the Convention have turned out too optimist. The whole account was so finely 
balanced that it is difficult to make a change in any one item without affecting the 
general result. 

Under present circumstances, therefore, it is difficult for the Egyptian Government 
to make any concession in the way of reducing the dues. 


No. 67. 

Sir E. Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received April 18.) 


(No. 220.) 

My Lord, Cairo, April 10, 1887. 

I HAVE the honour to transmit herewith, for your Lordship’s information, the 
Report of the Lighthouses and Outports Administration of the Egyptian Government 
on the year 1886.f 


* Nog. 

[ 768 ] 


t Not printed. 
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Youv Lordship will observe that the receipts of the Lighthouse Administration for 
that year amounted to £ E. 87,113, being £ E. 3,519 less than the estimate. The 
expenditure was £ E. 25,227, being £ E. 6,012 less than the estimate ; but this decrease 
is mainly due to the fact that a sum of £ E. 5,000 was provided in the estimate for the 
erection of new lights, none of which has been expended. 

Morice Pasha states that the diminution in the receipts is entirely due to the falling 
off of the number of vessels passing through the Canal. 

Table (D) gives the tonnage of ships paying light dues from 1879 to 1886. It will 
be seen that the tonnage at Alexandria shows a slight falling-off in 1886 as compared 
with the two previous years. The tonnage of vessels passing through the Canal from 
west to east, which pays dues at Port Said, has diminished, while that of vessels from the 
east, dues from which are collected at Suez, has remained stationary. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) E. BARING. 


No. 68. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir E. Baring. 

(No. 20. Commercial.) 

gj r Foreign Office, June 9, 1887. 

WITH reference to your despatch No. 21, Commercial, of the 20th ultimo, and 
previous correspondence respecting Egyptian light dues, I inclose copy of a letter from 
the Liverpool Steam Ship-owners’ Association to the Board of Trade on the subject ;* 
and with reference to the last paragraph of that letter, I have to instruct you to report 
how the question of the establishment of additional lights in the Red Sea now stands. 

1 I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 69. 

Mr. Portal to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received July 11.) 

(No. 26. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Cairo, July 2, 1887. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Lordship’s despatch 
No. 20, Commercial, of the 9th ultimo, inclosing copy of a letter from the Liverpool 
Steam Ship-owners to the Board of Trade on the subject of the Egyptian light dues, and 
instructing me to report how the question of the establishment of additional lights in 
the Red Sea now stands. 

In reply, I would refer your Lordship to Sir E. Baring’s despatch to Lord Rosebery 
No. 9, Commercial, Confidential, of the 22nd March, 1886, in which was reported a 
suggestion of the Controller of Egyptian Lighthouses, that, in view of the Agreement 
between the Porte and MM. Collas and Michel, to whom the Concession for the erection 
of lights in the Red Sea had been granted, the Egyptian Government should try to come 
to an understanding either with the Porte or with M. Collas for the immediate erection, 
at the expense of the Egyptian Government, of lights at or near Abou Ail and Mocha. 

On the 1st April, 1886, however, Lord Rosebery telegraphed and wrote to Sir E. 
Baring that, in view of the note which his Lordship had addressed to Rustem Pasha on 
the 22nd March, it would be advisable to await the reply of the Turkish Ambassador 
before taking any action in the matter. 

I am not aware whether any answer to that note has yet been received from his 
Excellency, but in so far as the actual erection of the lights in question is concerned, I 
regret to say that I am informed that no further progress has been made. The difficulty 
still lies with the Turkish Government; if they agreed, 1 do not think there would be 


any difficulty in inducing the Egyptian Government to put up and maintain the lights 
themselves, charging no extra dues, on condition that no claim for light dues were made 
by MM. Collas or Michel. If this arrangement is impossible, it has been suggested to 
me that Turkey should erect the lighthouses, and that Egypt should pay for them; but 
in this case the work should be under Egyptian supervision, and precautions would have 
to be taken to prevent this Government from being unnecessarily overcharged. 

Although it has been considered hitherto that the construction of the two new 
lights at Abou Ail and Mocha would satisfy all the requirements of ship-owners so far as 
concerns the lighting of the Red Sea, my attention has been called to the desirability of 
erecting another light on Shadwan Island, at the entrance to the Gulf of Suez, as a 
Peninsular and Oriental steamer has recently been ashore there, which probably would 
not have been the case had there been a lighthouse on the island. 

In no case, however, whatever may be the number of new lights eventually to be 
erected, should additional dues be charged for their maintenance. Protests are con¬ 
tinually being made to the Egyptian Government against the excessive tax levied for 
light dues; in fact, the Controller of the Egyptian Lighthouse Administration informs 
me that practically all these dues are now paid under protest. 

1 have, &c. 

(Signed) G. H. PORTAL 


No. 70. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White. 

(No, 62. Commercial. Confidential.) 

t Foreign Office, July 13, 1887. 

WITH reference to Lord Rosebery’s despatch to Sir Edward Thornton No. 32, 
Commercial, of the 27th March, 1886, I transmit, for your Excellency’s information, 
printed Confidential correspondence respecting the question of lights in the Red Sea * 

The correspondence which succeeds the despatch above referred to will place your 
Excellency in possession of what has passed on the subject down to the end of June 1886, 
# and down to the present time no reply has been received to the note addressed by my 
' predecessor to Rustem Pasha on the 22nd March, 1886. 

I now inclose a copy of a despatch from Mr. Portal, Her Majesty’s Charge d’Affaires 
at Cairo,! which sets forth the present position of the case so far as the Egyptian 
Government is concerned. 

It might be well if your Excellency would avail yourself of an early opportunity 
of calling the attention of the Porte to the fact that no reply has yet been received to 
the note to Rustem Pasha of the 22nd March, 1886, and remarking that the question is 
one on which it is very desirable to arrive at some satisfactory settlement with as little 
delay as possible. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 71. 

Sir W. White to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received August 13.) 

(No. 100. Commercial.) 

My Lord, _ _ Therapia, August 5, 1887. 

ON receipt of your Lordship’s despatch No. 62, Commercial, of the 13th ultimo, by 
Messenger Captain Player on the 1 st instant, I at once instructed Sir Alfred Sandison to 
make inquiries at the Sublime Porte on the subject of the lights in the Red Sea, and to 
call attention to the delay in answering Lord Rosebery’s note to Rustem Pasha, dated 
the 22nd March, 1886. 

I have now the honour to forward a copy of Sir A. Sandison’s Memorandum, from 
which it appears that Rustem Pasha was instructed three months ago to deal with the 


• No. . 


• Confidential Paper No. 5837. 


t No. 69. 
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, v -uu, MO Red Sea but that it bad been thought necessary 

general question of lig ^ Collas, the concessionnaire. 

by him to communicate first with M .^ ’ imagined, however, that by this time an 

ofHer ^e S t y 's—ent of 

the 22nd March, 1886. p bave &c> 

(Signed) W. A. WHITE. 


Inclosure in No. 71. 

Memorandum by Sir A. Sandison. 

, , i f •„ obedience to your Excellency’s instructions, I 

I HAVE the honour to report that, in obeche 7 ^ d , which has 0CCU rred 

did not fail to call the I^rte s attention the y t to tbeir communication to 

in regard to the reply f P^y ^ MjJ^y s ^ lgg6 rcspe cting the urgent 

Necessity for the erection of a „ replj , that the Porte had 

Naoum EfTendi, the Seoretairo-Gdncral. stated,^ y. ^ question of the 

irXt“I:fsea>chX f tteVrticulav case brought to the notice of the 

it having been thought necessary by Rustem Pasha must have consequently 

of th0 32nd 

March, 1886. 


No. 72. 

Rustem Pasha to the Marquis of Salisbury.--(Received August 19.) 

Londres , le 15 Aout, 1887. 

Milord, . temns. et de communiquer au Gouvernement 

Imperial! U ^^JeVointc de Rosebery a bienvoulu m’adresser le 22 Mars, 1886, 

relativement h la question des pharec, ^ a « ou e. qu ’il m’a transmise, que 

Le Gouvernement Imperial to , de limiter l'entente a l'etablissemeut de 

l’id^e du Gouvernement de fea cj - i» ( jt.,w a tiond’untarif spdeiai uniquement applicable 

^ <*» le ^Gouvernement I.npdria, ue 

L^Sit .avis 

^ P ° Ur l6S 8UtreSP "“ 

maritimes qui naviguent dans; ces e “*- de ga Ma j est e Britannique en mesure 

Dans le but de mettle le ^ d’eclaira^e qu’il s’agirait d’organiser sur le 

d’appr^cier d’une fa?on plus complete P J ttre c i.ioint a votre Seigneurie un expose 
littoral de la Mer Rouge, j ai l h ° nr n f dministration Gdodrale de Shares de l’Empire; une 
succinct de ce projet, ^labore p . . sur lesquels on se proposerait d’etablir les 

carte de la Mer Rouge indiquant les pmnte ^^T e f un proje t de tarif pour les droits 

feux, ainsi que la force et le layonnem . ^ ^etui qu j se trouve actuellement en 

qui seraient applicables. c an ^ ^yier Rouge, avec cette difference, toutefois, que 
vigueur pour les phares Egyp . j e sept dclairant une surface maritime de 

ro s oS:::h p „r;uTie%r u or m b a r : **** ^ 

surface de 325 milles. . * , hipnveillante attention du Gouvernement de Sa Majeste 

Jo recominande ce projet a la bienveiHairte att^ ^ ^ yeQ1£ du Gouvernc 

Britannique ; maw, tout en , la ‘ Sd t 4 f / r } e p i us de benefice au commerce maritime 

meet Imperial, ^X.T*” 8 ' dont elle eSt a T ,n f hui 

^potvucTicte .“oXS“. t projet est ouver. uux modifications et aux amtoratrous 
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oui aprfes une discussion amicale entre les deux Gouvernements, seraient reconnues oppor¬ 
tune • et que mon Gouvernement examinera avec la plus grande attention les suggestions 
que le Gouvernement de Sa Majeste Britannique pourrait avoir a lui presenter a ce 

su j et J’ai, &c. 

(Signe) RUSTEM. 


p^S._La carte qui doit accompagner la prdsente note a 6t6 laiss^e au Foreign Office 

le 8 de ce mois par Morel Bey et M. Collas. ^ 


Inclosure 1 in No. 72. 

Proposed Scheme of Lighting. 

LE projet d’eclairage propose par le Gouvernement de Sa Majeste Imperiale le 
Sultan comporte 25 points eclairds dont 23d ans la Mer Rouge, un sur la C6te d Arable 
(pr&s du Golfe d’Aden), et un a l’entree du Fleuve Eupbrate. 

Ces 25 feux eclaireront ensemble au minimum 355 milles. 

Les 93 feux de la Mer Rouge eclaireront au minimum 325 milles. . 

La moitie, au moms, des feux de la Mer Rouge, fonctionnera dans un delai de trois 

anS V’e'claira^e complet de la Mer Rouge fonctionnera dans un ddlai de quatre ans. 

Cependant, vu les difficult^ d’execution, un delai suppldmentaire d une annee pourra 
etre necessaire pour les feux a etablir it Sherm-Mahar, He Mathatu, lies Vassal.at, lie 

Mikva, lie Zebayr, et llaz Mujamelak. . . P 

L etablissement du feu a order a Sharwam dans le voisinage du Golfe d Aden, est 
absolutnent facultatif. II restera subordonne a la certitude d une seeunte suffisante sui 
une cote inhospitaliere occupee i>ar des tribus nomades. . , , . a 

L’eclairagc propose par la Turquie pour la Mer Rouge donnera, lncontestablemcnt, a. 
la navigation d’une fiicon complete la securite qui lui manque. Si on rndique h la 1 urquie 
des pert'ectionnements a apporter, elle est disposee a les admettre dans le present, coniine 

danS PouTe'tablir les vingt-trois feux de la Mer Rouge devant eclairer au minimum 325 milles, 
le Gouvernement Imperial Ottoman demande 1’acceptation prealable par le Gouvernement 
de Sa Maiestd Britannique de l’application pendant quatorze annees du taut de droits 
phares en vigueur en Egypte depuis 1870, tarif qui vise seulement sept leux eclairant 

100 se|a a ppii C able des le fonctionnement de la moitid des feux de la Mer Rouge, 

dont le delai d’execution est fixe d6s a present ii trois annees au plus. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 72. 

Projet de Tarif des Droits de Phares pour la Mer Rouge. 

TOUT butiment de commerce a voiles ou a vapeur provenant directement d un port 
Ottoman de la Mer Rouge paiera dans chaque port Ottoman oh ii mouillera 10 paras 
Ottomans l’entrce et 10 paras Ottomans it la sortie, par tonneau de jauge. 

Tout b&timent de commerce a voiles ou it vapeur provenant d un port non Ottoman 
de la Mer Rouge ou d’ailleurs paiera dans chaque port ou d mouillera 1 piastre lurque a 
l’entree et 1 piastre Turque it la sortie, par tonneau de jauge. 

Tout b&timent de commerce it voiles ou a vapeur allant de Suez ou d un port quel- 
conque de la Mer Rouge au delii du detroit de Bab-el-Mandeb, ou provenant d au delit du 
detroit de Bab-el-Mandeb, destination de Suez ou d’un port quelconque de la Mer Rouge, 
naicra ii l’aller comme au retour 2 piastres Egyptiennes par tonneau de jauge. 

P Tous les droits ci-dessus sont exigibles pour les navires jaugeant 5 tonneaux et au- 

deSSU Au-dessus de 800 tonneaux il ne sera perqu que moiti6 des droits sur l’excddent du 
tonnage. 

Les navires de guerre seront exempts de droits. 

[758] * 
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Une reduction de 5 pour cent sera accordee aux bateaux faisant un service postal 
r6gulier. 

Les droits pour les ports Ottomans seront per 9 us dans chaque locality des que 
l’eclairage special commencera b fonctionner. 

Les droits de phares seront exigibles pour le parcours de la Mer Rouge d&s que la 
premiere partis, qui doit etre construite en trois ans, sera allumee. 

A l’entrde de l’Euphrate les droits seront de 40 paras a l’entree et de 40 paras it la 
sortie dans les m&mes conditions que ci-dessus. 

Les droits de phares sont dus partout en monnaies d’or ou d’argent. 


No. 73. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir TV. White. 

(No. 75. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, August 17,1887. 

WITH reference to your Excellency’s despatch No. 100, Commercial, of the 5th of 
this month, I have to inform you that M. Collas attended at this Office on the 8th instant, 
and gave explanations respecting his scheme for the construction of lighthouses on the 
Turkish shores on the Red Sea. 

Sir James Fergusson stated, in reply, that this scheme would not confer benefit in any 
degree commensurate with its cost to British or other shipping passing through the Red 
Sea to the East Indies, China, or Australia, and that vessels engaged in voyages to or from 
these countries required chiefly the two lights, upon the construction of which Her 
Majesty’s Government lay stress, namely, those at Abou Ail and the Mokha Shoal. 

Sir James Fergusson suggested that these two lights should he forthwith taken in 
band, and asked for an approximate estimate of the cost of construction, and of the rate 
of dues necessary for their maintenance. 

M. Collas said that, speaking without notes, he estimated the outlay for construc¬ 
tion at between 30,000/. to 35,000/., and the annual charge, including sinking fund, at 
from 2,000/. to 2,500/. He, however, strongly pressed either his original scheme, or a 
modified form of it, which should provide lights on certain banks along the Turkish 
coast. 

Rear-Admiral Sir George Nares, K.C.B., who attended this meeting on behalf of 
the Board of Trade, maintained that the lights last referred to would be of little use to 
navigation through the Red Sea. 

M. Collas undertook to communicate further with Rustem Pasha, and to supply his 
Excellency with a statement of his views, which would form the reply of the Ottoman 
Embassy to Lord Rosebery’s note of the 22nd March, 1880. 

Up to this date the reply thus promised has not been received at this Office. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 74. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Mr. Portal. 


(No. 25. Commercial.) 

gir } Foreign Office, August 19, 1887. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 23, Commercial, of the 4th instant, on the 
subject of the lighting of the Red Sea, I transmit herewith copies of a letter and of its 
inclosures from the Board of Trade, urging the necessity of the erection of a lighthouse 
on the south-east of Shadwan Island ;* and I have to instruct you to bring the matter to 
the notice of the Egyptian Government. 

Iam, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


• No, 
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No. 75. 

Mr. Portal to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received September 5.) 

(No. 32. Commercial.) 

^Tjrhrx r , T Cairo, August 2G, 1887. 

• l W11H leierence to your Lordship’s despatch No. 25, Commercial, of the 19th 
an( ? m continuation of my No. 26, Commercial, of the 2nd July, on the subject 
ot the lighting of the Red Sea, I have great satisfaction in informing your Lordship that 
the Egyptian Government have sanctioned the erection of a lighthouse on the south end 
oi the Island of Shadwan. It is hoped that the work will be begun in October. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) G. H. PORTAL. 


No. 76. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Mr. Portal. 

(No. 28. Commercial.) 

^ r » . Foreign Office, September 7,1887. 

1 HAVE received your despatch No. 32, Commercial, of the 26th ultimo, and I 
have to instruct you to express to the Egyptian Government the satisfaction of Her 
Majesty’s Government at their decision to erect a lighthouse on the Island of Shadwan. 

1 ou will add that Her Majesty’s Government trust that the work will be carried out 
with as little delay as possible. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 77. 

Sir W. White to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received October 8.) 

(No. 121. Commercial.) 

% Lord, Therapia, October 4, 1SS7. 

IN continuation of my despatch to your Lordship No. 100, Commercial, of the 
5th August last, on the subject of the lights in the Red Sea, I have the honour to report 
that I am informed by Sir A. Sandison that the Turkish Minister for Foreign Affairs 
directed Rustem Pasha, on the 27th ultimo, to answer the note of Her Majesty’s 
Government addressed to the Turkish Ambassador in London under date of the 22nd 
March, 1886, respecting the erection of two lighthouses in the Red Sea. 

T liflvp Rro 

(Signed) ’ W. A. WHITE. 


No. 78. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White. 

(No. 90. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, October 13, 1887. 

I HAVE to acknowledge the receipt of your Excellency’s despatch No. 121, 
Commercial, of the 4th instant, and to state, in reply, that the communication from 
Rustem Pasha therein referred to was received last August, and was at once referred to 
the Board of Trade. 

The attention of that Department has again been called to the subject, and an early 
reply asked for. When it is received a further despatch on this subject will be addressed 
to your Excellency. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 
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No. 79. 

Sir E. Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury. -{Received December 28. noon.) 

(Commercial.) c . December 27, 1887, 6-8 p.m. 

(Telegraphic.) 

andria Harbour should be so e ^ It will cost ^000/., and involve an 

Egyptian Gov f aFe ^^instructing a light on the Island ofShadwan, in the Red 
ITilToTJS,Z. “the circumstances, they hope Her Majesty’s Govern- 
nient will not for the present press for any reduction of dues. _ 


No. 80. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Her Majesty's Representatives in Europe (Maritime), United 
* States, and Japan. 

(Commercial.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, February 29, 1888. 

Sir, ,, r> x tn Mpwi Collas and Michel a Concession for 

the er^tion and maintenance^? thirty lights in the Red Sea, on the south-eastern coast 

° f A Copy of this document is inclosed Terms of the Concession, and in 

Her Majesty’s Government I a\ J ^ ^ ^ office between Sir James Fcrgusson, 
August last a meeting to discuss H ‘ . diniral gj r Q-. Naves on the part of Her 

Mr. Henry G. Calcratt, Mr Kennedy, representing the Porte and the 

Majesty's Government, aud Morel Bey “d^V^S Sha o“f the 15th of that 

to certain modifications, declined to admit all the objections of 

thS=^ 

L t^hvs 

cfWW? thaf Semi % 

Sr"tfe'prS.” Afsofth^the dues authorised under the Concession are 

i"0'tSShat,hyomittin,thc 

C0 " ThtSues leviable under the Concession fo “f^vtsTl 

would, as shown in the the"Egyptian lights 

of 3,200 net tonnage in addition to the cna . a \ l essc l 0 f the same tonnage. 

already established, and 'vine.)‘ ^tnorizedby the Concession, if once agreed to by the 
Tl’.e dues, moreover, for the lights autn y ^ provision is made for their 

S. OT in ttot of ‘ hc cost of ercction bci " s 1]KVioasly 

t ‘“ l On the other hand, the cost of maintaining tlic existing Bed 

the additional ones that are absolute y n ■ / repayment of the cost of their 

Guardafui districts, and providing a \“ Auction cun he made in the Egyptian 

SSSi-iiVKtfi about the amount now levied for the Egyptian Bed Sea 
lights alone. , , nnf() rP f or red to that, notwithstanding the 
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main to its terms, and says that the separation of the Abou Ail and Mocha Shoal lights 
from the general Concession is impossible. 

It is indeed stated that the scheme is open to modification, but, looking to the 
above-mentioned expression of opinion and to the fact that a high fixed tariff is proposed, 
Her Majesty’s Government conclude that the modification can only refer to the number 
of lights being slightly reduced or the sites somewhat altered. 

But, besides the objections held by Her Majesty’s Government to the proposed 
Fairway lights and the scale of dues, they consider that the following points are of great 
importance, and should be firmly maintained in dealing with the Concession:— 

(1.) That the lied Sea Fairway lights erected for the benefit of, and supported by 
dues levied on, the passing foreign trade, should be in no way coupled financially with 
any other lights, or with Government funds applicable to other purposes. 

(2.) That whatever country provides lights should levy dues only in strict proportion 
to the actual cost of the service, and that the expenses should be kept as low as possible 
with due regard to efficiency. 

(3.) That provision should be made for the periodical revision of the tariff, and that 
yearly accounts should be published for the information of the countries whose trade is 
taxed, as is already done by Egypt in connection with the lights in the northern part of 
the Red Sea, and by Great Britain in connection with lights in the Indian Ocean and on 
the south coast of Ceylon. 

The accompanying extract of a letter from the Board of Trade, dated the 22nd 
February, 1886, points out the undesirability of acknowledging or admitting the fresh 
establishment in practice of a right on the part of any Power to benefit financially 
through taxes levied on a foreign passing trade in connection with lights on its coast or 
on off-lying dangers—a line of policy for the abolition of which the several Maritime 
Powers have made great efforts, and for the abandonment of which, when prescribed by 
long usage, a large sum was paid by them to Denmark in 1857, when the Sound duties 
were done an ay with. 

x\t the present time, although many countries exercise their undoubted right to levy 
local light dues on ships entering their ports, no country, except Turkey (who taxes the 
Black Sea trade on passing the Dardanelles), so far as Her Majesty’s Government are 
aware, in anyway levies light dues on the foreign trade passing their general coast lights, 
unless it enters one of their ports, much less docs any other foreign Government benefit 
financially through levying such dues. 

If the Collas Concession were agreed to, a further precedent would be created m 
opposition to the principle on which action was taken regarding the Sound duties, for the 
Turkish Treasury, which would receive 10 per cent, of the dues levied, would, by thus 
taxing a foreign passing trade, immediately benefit to the extent ot some 7,000/. a-year 
over and above the cost of the Lighthouse Service. 

With reference to the statements made in Rustem Pasha’s letter of the 15th August, 
I have to observe that the proposed Turkish Red Sea light dues and the Egyptian Red 
Sea light dues are in no way comparable, the accounts of the latter being published for 
general information, and the tariff being subject to revision. The statement that l urkey 
will light an area of 325 miles with twenty-three lights for the same amount of dues as.is 
now charged by Egvpt for lighting 100 miles by means of seven lights is incorrect, for 
the eleven Turkish coast and "harbour lights included in the above number have special 


dues levied for them. 

In consideration of these circumstances, and as the concurrence ot the Maritime 
Powers in the tariff is necessary before the Concession can come into foice, Her Majesty s 
Government propose to inform the Porte that they cannot agree that the trade of this 
country which passes through the Red Sea without touching at a Turkish port should be 
taxed, except to such an extent as may be found necessary to pay the actual cost of 
erectin'*' and maintaining such lights as are absolutely necessary tor that trade. But 
before doing so, they would be glad to know the views of the other Powers inteiested in 
the matter. 

I have, therefore, to request you to invite the Government to which you are 
accredited to inform Her Majesty’s Government as to whether the luikish pioposals 
should, in their opinion, be agreed to, and, it not, as to what lights their trade requites, 
and what dues they are prepared to pay tor them ; and you will communicate to the 
Foreign Minister a copy of this despatch, and of its inclosures, tor his Excellency s 
information. 

1 am, &c. 


(Signed) SALISBURY. 
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(A.)— l re Paktie. 

No. 1. Yambo.—2 feux rouges. Portee, 8 milles. 

No. 2. Banc des Sept lies, ou Schab Sab’ab.—1 feu flottant ou une tour avec feu 
tournant. Portee, 12 milles. 

No. 3. Olbou Faramish (pres Djeddah) — 1 feu flottant ou une tour avec feu tournant. 
Portee. 10 milles. 

No. 4. Ras Gazahaize, ou Ras ICoheiz.—1 feu tournant. Portde, 15 milles. 

No. 5. Djeddah.—2 feux blancs superposes. Portee, 10 milles. Boudes et mats de 
signaux suivant les besoins. 

No. 6. He Gezirat Kishrat.—2 feux blancs superposes. Portae, 10 milles. 

No. 7. Kunfidali, ou Gomfordah.—2 feux blancs superposes, Portde, 10 milles. 
Bouees et m&ts de signaux suivant les besoins. 

No. 8. Hodeidah.—2 feux blancs superposes. Portae, 10 milles. Boudes et m&ts de 
signaux suivant les besoins. 

No. 9. Raz-el-Bayath.—5 feux blancs superposes. Portee, 8 milles. 

No. 10. Raz-el-Djedir.—2 feux blancs superposes. Portee, 8 milles. 

No. 11. Raz Mujamelah, ou Itaj Mejaimla.—1 feu tournant. Portee, 15 milles. 

No. 12. Port de Mocha.—2 feux rouges superposes. Portde, 8 milles. Boudes et 
mats de signaux suivant les besoins. 


2 e Paktie. 

No. 13. He Tiran.—1 feu tournant. Portde, 20 milles. 

No. 14. lies Ivardachlar ou Brothers.—1 feu tournant. Portee, 18 milles. 

No. 15. He Elkasr-al-Yemanieh.—1 feu flottant. Portee, 8 milles. 

No. 16. lie Matathu ou Mutato.—I feu tournant. Portee, 18 milles. 

No. 17. lie Dorisch.—1 feu tournant. Portee, 20 milles. 

No. 18. He Yassaliet.—1 feu fixe. Portde, 12 milles. 

No. 19. lie Mikva ou Sale Macova ou Soil Makaw.—l feu tournant. Portee, 
20 milles. 

No. 20. Jibbel Teer.—1 feu fixe. Porte'e, 15 milles. _ 

No. 21. lie Zebayer.—1 feu tournant. Portee, 15 milles. 

No. 22. lie Abou Ail.—1 feu tournant. Portee, 20 milles. 

No. 23. Mocha.—1 feu scintillant. Portee, 20 milles. 


3° Paktie. 

No. 24. Golfe Persique.—Sur Pilot Quoin h l’entrde du Golfe Persique. Latitude 
28° 30' nord, longitude 56° 40' est; 1 phare tournant de minute en minute. Portee, 

20 milles. . , 

No. 25. Entrde du fleuve Euphrate.—Bur un banc & gauche en entrant de son 
embouchure et par 10 metres de profondeur. I feu flottant de 30 en 30^ secondes, 
Portde, 12 milles. Et des bouees, selon les besoins, h partir de ce banc jusqua l’echelle 
de Fao. 

No. 2G. He Bu-Musa.—1 feu tournant. Portde, 20 milles. 

No. 27. Raz Moujab.—l feu fixe. Portee, 10 milles. 


4® Paktie. —Cote Arabique ( sud-est ). 

No. 28. Raz Sharwain.—1 feu tournant. Portee, 18 milles. 
No. 29. Hallani.—1 feu tournant. Portde, 15 milles. 

No. 30. Raz-el-Hadd.—1 feu tournant. Portde, 18 milles. 
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(B.) 


Meb Rouge. 


Localites. 

Latitudes. 

Longitudes. 

Nature des Feux. 

Portee en 
Milles. 

1. lie Tiran ou Tiralin .. 

N. 

27 55 

E. 

24 32 

Tournant .. .. 

20 

2. lie Mushabeah ou Musabih 

25 40 

36 27 

Scintillant .. 

18 

3. Sbcrm Mahar .. .. 

24 43 

37 12 

Tournant a eelipser .. 

20 

4. Yembo (Port de Medine) 

24 06 

38 02 

Deux feux rouges superposes 

8 

5. Ilanc des Sept lies ou SchabSab’ah 

23 50 

37 53 

Feu flottant fixe .. 

10 

6. Abou Farhramish 

21 53 

38 45 

Feu flottant fixe .. .. 


7. ilaz Ivoheir ou Raz Gazahaise 

21 51 

39 07 

Tournant .. .» 

15 

(Djeddah) 

8. Djeddah .. .. 

21 28 

39 10 

Deux feux blancs superposes 
avec bouees et mats de 
signaux 

Feu flottant .. ,, 

10 

9. El Kasr-al-Yemnnieh, ou A1 ICasr- 

21 08 

39 02 

10 

Shamyah, ou Ulcusscr Elyem* 
mainer 

10. He Zezirat Kislitan 

20 10 

40 03 

Deux feux blancs superposes 

10 

11. He Mathatu on Mutato 

19 45 

39 55 

Tournant .. ., 

18 

12. Kumfida ou Gomfoda .. .. 

19 08 

41 06 

Deux feux blancs superposes 

10 

13. He Dorish .. 

18 31 

40 40 

Tournant .. ., 

18 

14. lies Vassaliat ou Wussaliat .. 

17 41 

40 55 

Fixe .. .. ., 

20 

15. He Mikva ou Sell Makawar 

16 58 

41 21 

Tournant .. ., 

20 

16. lie Djebel-Terr 

15 32 

41 50 

Fixe ., .. .. 

15 

17. ltaz-el-Uayath (lie de Kamaran) . 

15 15 

42 34 

Deux feux blancs superposes 

8 

18. He Zebavr ou Djebbel Zebayr .. 

15 04 

42 14 

Tournant ., .. 

15 

19. Rnz-ol-Djcddir (10 milles au nord 

14 50 

42 49 

Deux feux blancs superposes 

8 

de Hodeidah) 

20. Raz Mujamelah c.u Mejaimla .. 

14 35 

42 50 

Tournant .. 

15 

21. lie Abou-Ail (Djebbel Zukiour) . 

14 06 

42 47 

Tournant 

25 

22. Port de Mocha 

13 20 

43 11 

Deux feux rouges supernosys, 

8 

23. Mocha .. .. ,, 

13 20 

43 11 

bouees et mats de signaux 
Scintillant .. .. 

22 


Cote d’Ababie et Golfe Peiisique. 


24. Raz Shnnvain (possibility d’exe- 

15 19 

51 38 | 

Tournant .. .» 

18 

cation tres douteuse par ab- 





senre de securite) 





25. Enuee de 1'Euphrate .. .. 

1 29 47 

48 43 

Feu flottant «. •• 

12 


La moitie des feus ci-dessus designes fonetionnera dans un delai de trois ans, ct l’eclairage sera complete en 
quatre ans. 

Ccpendant pour les Nos. 3, 11, 14, 15, 18, et20,vu les difficulty? d’execution, le delai sera augmentd d’une 
uunee, si e’est necessaire. 

La construction du No. 24 restera absolument facultative et subordonnee a la possibility d’obtenir une 
securite sufiisante. 


Inclosure 4 in No. 80. 

Board of Trade to Foreign Office, 

(Extract.) Board of Trade, London, February 22, 1886. 

UNDER the terms of this Concession, Turkey is entitled to receive 10 per cent, of 
all the light dues levied on the passing Eastern trade, in return for which she is not 
called upon to confer the slightest benefit on that trade. It is obviously her interest 
to fix and maintain the dues at a maximum, and to grant periodical renewals of the 
Concession whenever it may expire. If, therefore, the Concessibn should once be 
recognized by Her Majesty’s Government, there can be no reasonable doubt that the 
legal right of M. Collas and the Turkish Government to tax the vast and increasing 
Eastern trade will be established in perpetuity. Moreover, the time fixed tor the 
present Concession is practically unending, since it cannot terminate until the expiration 
of forty years from the completion of the last of the twelve local and ten general lights 
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in the Red Sea, and the seven in the Arabian Sea and Persian Gulf, twenty-nine in all, 
many of which will certainly never be erected. 

It must also be remembered that, if the Concession once comes into force, no 
control can be exercised by the Maritime Powers interested over the dues with a view to 
their readjustment as the trade fluctuates, owing to the non-existence of any provision 
for the periodical inspection of the accounts. In the absence of such a provision, it is 
certain that M. Collas’ Company, by means of threatening to put' out the lights, will 
adopt the same course as was successfully taken by them with regard to the production 
of accounts for the Mediterranean lights under the Concession of 1860, and, with 
probably an enormously increasing trade, will place every difficulty in the way of an 
inspection of the accounts of the Red Sea Lighthouse Administration. 

The Board of Trade are not unmindful of the opinion expressed by the Foreign 
Office, to the effect that the regulation of lighthouses is a prerogative of the Sovereign 
of the State, with which foreign Governments cannot properly interfere ; but it appears 
to them that, although this principle may apply in cases where a Government, with the 
knowledge of all parties, taxes by means of light dues the trade entering one or more of 
its ports, and might thus apply to the local lights included in the Collas Red Sea and 
Persian Gulf Concession, if erected, in cases where foreign ships enter Turkish ports, it 
cannot be considered as applicable to a case where a Government claims a right to tax a 
vast foreign passing trade which neither touches at nor is bound to or from any of 
its ports, as in the case of the Red Sea passing lights that have been asked for by 
the trade. 


Ho. 81. 


The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir E. Baring. 

(Ho. 2.) 

gi r> Foreign Office, March 9, 1888. 

WITH reference to my despatch Ho. 26, Commercial, of the 19th August last, I 
transmit herewith, for your information and for communication to the Egyptian Govern¬ 
ment, copies of a Circular despatch, with its inclosures, which I have addressed to Her 
Majesty’s Representatives in the Maritime States of Europe, the United States, and 
Japan, on the subject of the lightings of the Red Sea.* 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


Ho. 82. 


Sir E. Monson to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received March 20.) 

(Ho. 17. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Copenhagen, March 16, 1888. 

WITH reference to my despatch Ho. 13 of the 6th instant, in which I informed 
your Lordship that I had communicated to the Danish Minister of Foreign Affairs the 
views of Her Majesty’s Government as to the terms of the Concession granted by the 
Porte in 1881 to Messrs. Collas and Michel for the establishment and maintenance of 
thirty lights on the coasts of the Red Sea and the Persian Gulf, and on the south¬ 
east littoral of the Arabian coast, I have now the honour to inclose copy of a note from 
his Excellency, in which he states that the Red Sea is so little frequented by Danish 
shipping that it is not worth while for the Government of the King to submit any 
proposals, or to make any suggestions, as to the question of lighting the coasts above 
mentioned. His Excellency adds that as soon as the Great Maritime Powers, or the 
majority of them, shall have arrived at an understanding upon the steps to be taken in 
this matter, the Danish Government will be perfectly ready to join them in taking those 
steps. 

X have &c 

(Signed) ' EDMUND MOHSOH. 


• No. . 
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Inclosure in Ho. 82. 

Baron Rosendrn-Lehn to Sir E. Monson. 

M. le Chevalier, Copenhague, le 14 Mars, 1888. 

J’AI eu l’honneur de recevoir la note que vous avez bien voulu m’adresser le 5 courant 
et par laquelle, en me transmettant copie d’une depdche que vous a adressee son 
Excellence Lord Salisbury relativement a la Concession accordde en 1881 par la Porte k 
MM. Collas et Michel pour l’dtablissement de trente phares sur les cdtes de la Mer Rouge 
et du Golfe Persique, ainsi que sur le littoral sud-est de la c6te Arabique, vous m’informez 
que le Gouvernement de Sa Majeste Britannique objecte a un arrangement par lequel le 
commerce maritime Anglais qui passe par la Mer Rouge sans toucher a aucun port 
Ottoman, serait sounds h des charges plus elevees qu’il n’en faudrait pour 1’dtablissement 
et lemaintien des phares strictement ndeessaires. Votre Gouvernement a done l’mtention 
d’adresser au Gouvernement Ottoman line communication dans ce sens, mais avant d’agir 
ainsi il ddsire connaitre les vues des autres Gouverncments interessds, et vous m’exprimez 
done le desir de votre Gouvernement de savoir de quelle manure celui du Roi envisage 
l’arrangement propose par la Porte. 

En reponse a cette communication j’ai riionneur de vous informer, M. le Chevalier, 
que la navigation Danoise dans la Mer Rouge est trop peu considerable pour qu’il y ait lieu 
pour le Gouvernement du Roi de presenter des propositions ou des suggestions au sujet de 
la question d’dclairage des dites cotes. Mais des que les Grandes Puissances Maritimes ou 
la plupart d’entre elles seront eonvenues d’une demarche a cet egard, le Gouvernement du 
Roi sera tout disposd a s’y joindre. 

Je profite, &c. 

(Signe) J. ROSENORN-LEHN. 


Ho. 83. 

Sir F. Lascelles to the Marquis of Salisbury .— (Received April 21.) 

(Ho. 8. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Bucharest, April 15, 1888. 

WITH reference to my despatch Ho. 6 of the 19th ultimo, I have the honour to 
inclose a copy of the reply which I have received from the Roumanian Minister for 
Foreign Affairs to the note which I addressed to M. Pherekyde on the 19th ultimo on 
the subject of the Concession granted by the Sublime Porte in 1881 to Messrs. Collas 
and Michel for the construction and maintenance of lighthouses in the Red Sea and 
Persian Gulf. 

M. Carp states that the Roumanian Government adopt the view entertained by Her 
Majesty’s Government with regard to the question of the taxes to be levied on inter¬ 
national commerce which may pass through the Red Sea without touching at an 
Ottoman port, and consider that such taxes should not exceed the amount necessary for 
the construction and maintenance of the lights. 

With regard to the number of lights required, M. Carp points out that, as the action 
of the Roumanian navy is for the present limited to European seas, the Roumanian 
Government has no proposals to offer, and is ready to adhere to the decision which may 
be taken by the Powers directly interested in the question. 

X hiivG &c« 

(Signed) ’ FRANK C. LASCELLES. 
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Inclosure in !No. 83. 

M. Carp to Sir F. Lascelles. 

_ _ ,, Bucarest, le 29 Mars (10 Avril), 1888. 

M. 1 Lnvoye, 7 /ion Mar? dernier vous avez bien voulu saisir le 

0 »r-r.s r•fssts'lSr. k at 

HSUS" d—d„ ». ™....i.. .•)«!•». <• id. . 

que le Gouvenieme.it de Sa Majesty Britann.quecioya.t «tev°»Y^ n yd rhonnem . de 
En remerciant votre Excellence de eette obI'geante international 

vous declarer que, quant a la question lies ave. IP P , Gouvemement Roumain 
q„i passe par la Met Rouge sans toucher a de Sa Majesty 

*4* /pomt da J» « ^ denser ^fsomme uteLre 

pour D payer les^ frais de'construction et d’entretien des pirates ,ui sont ntesa.res aux 

beSOi Q„trar“ps do,it le commerce Roun^a^cnn 

quant aux droits qu ll serait dispose a acqm j Gouvernement Royal estirae 

inputs ..—.a— 

des Puissances directement mteressees dans la question. ^ saisis> &c> 

(Signe) P. P* CARP. 


No. 84. 

Sir L. West to the Marquis of Salisbury.—{Received April 23.) 

(No. 104. Commercial.) Washington, April 13, 1888. 

MJ L mi H reference to your Lordship's despatch. 

I have the honour to inclose herewith copy of a note uh ^1 1^ Board 

Sa^^e^^inpat they “ 

proposals for the erection and maintenance of light> m the 

(Signed) ’ L. B. SACKVILLE WEST. 


72* 


Inclosure 1 in No. 84. 

Mr. Bayard to Sir L. West. 

gir } Department of State, Washington, April 11, 1888 ; 

’ WITH reference to your note of the 19th ultimo, submitting for the consideration 
of this Government certain correspondence on the subject of a Concession granted by 
the Porte for the erection and maintenance of thirty lights in the Red Sea, &c., and 
inquiring whether this Government is prepared to agree to the Turkish proposals, I have 
the honour to inform you, in reply, that the competent authorities ot this Government 
are not in favour of accepting the proposals in question for the reasons set forth in the 
inclosed copy of a Report of the Chairman of the Lighthouse Board. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) T. F. BAYARD. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 84. 

Vice-Admiral Raven, U.S.N., to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Treasury Department, Office of the Lighthouse hoard, 
gj r Washington, April 3, 1888. 

THE Board has the honour to acknowledge receipt of Departmental letter, 
dated the 2nd April, 1888, transmitting a letter from the State Department, dated the 
30th March, 1888, with its inclosure, a note from the British Minister at this capital, 
asking the views of this Government as to the proposal made by the Government o 
Turkey as to the erection and maintenance of thirty lights in the Red Sea, on the coast 
of Arabia, and in the Persian Gulf: this Government is asked as to whethei the Purkish 
Government’s proposals should, in its opinion, be agreed to, and, it not, as to what lights 
its trade requires, and what dues this Government is prepared to pay tor them. 

In reply, the Board begs leave to say that our trade in those waters is exceedingly 
small. It appears from the current Report ot the Commissioner of Navigation (see 
p. 207), that but three American vessels used the Suez Canal during the year 1885, and 
it is surmised that a part of these were naval vessels. . ■ 

From this it would appear that the trade of the United States, at least at present, 

requires few, if any, lights in those waters. . 

It has been the policy of this Government to exact no light dues for vessels entering 

ltS P The stand was taken in the early days that civilization required that America should, 
by her lighthouse establishment, her harbour improvements, and her life-saving service 
do what she could as a duty to humanity at large to insure safety to those who sought 
her shores. No reason is seen by the Board for changing the policy at this day 

Now the United States maintains 914 lighthouses, 23 lightships, 77 steam or 
hot-air signals, 140 clock-worked fog signals, 301 day beacons, 3,886 buoys ot all kinds 
on its 9,959 miles of its ocean, gulf, and lake coast-line, besides its 1,107 stake lights on 
its long line of rivers, at a cost last year of 2,597,400 dollars, without mentioning the 

cost of their establishments. „ 

This Government has been restive under the claim of other Governments that its 
commerce should pay light dues. How much has been paid by American ships for light 
dues it is hard to say, but it was stated by Mr. Abbot Lawrence, our Minister to England 
in 1851, in Ids discussion with Lord Palmerston, that in the previous three years the 
light dues collected by Great Britain amounted to between 400,000/. or 500,000/., and 
that the United States had paid one-fourteenth of all. This would make our payment, 
say, 160,000 dollars for that year. As an instance, it may he well to state that the 
American steam-ship line of Philadelphia paid as light dues on its lour steamen, during 
the years 1875-77, 36,000 dollars, being at the rate of 250 dollars per voyage for each 
of the 146 voyages made by them ; but the amount paid directly as light dues is on y a 

small proportion of what has been paid indirectly. 

This Government has from time to time made efforts to extinguish the light duties 
paid in foreign countries by its commerce. It has from time to time represented to the 
British Government the impropriety of these exactions and it has always been listened to 
with respectful consideration, but has been put off with promises that the matter shall 
[758] 1 
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receive further and favourable attention in the future. It has been more successful with 
other countries. 

Under the Treaty of Washington of the 11th April, 1857, it was agreed that 
393,011/. be paid to Denmark to extinguish what were known as the sand dues. 

Under the Treaty of Berlin of 1868, it was agreed that about 36,000 dollars should 
he paid to Hanover to extinguish what were known as the State dues heretofore levied 
on our trade on the Elbe River. 

Under the Treaty with the Belgians made at Brussels the 20th July, 1863, it was 
agreed that the United States would participate in the benefits of the Treaty made on the 
19th April, 1839, between the King of the Belgians and the King of the Netherlands, 
by which it was agreed that 550,000 dollars should be paid to the King in annual 
instalments in return for the extinguishment of the Scheldt dues. Of this sum the 
United States agreed to pay its proper share, and doubtless the payment to Belgium of 
61,584 dollars mentioned in the disbursements for 1872 for the extinguishment of the 
Scheldt dues closes the account. While the dues thus extinguished were of various 
kinds, light dues in each case entered into them as one of their items, and the Govern¬ 
ments to which the dues were paid bound themselves by the Treaties requiring their 
payment to keep the lights and aids to navigation in good order thereafter. 

In conclusion, the Board begs leave to say that it is of opinion that it should be 
the policy of this country to refrain from entering into any Treaties by which it should 
be required to pay any further light dues; and also that it would be the part of wisdom 
for this country to take all proper measures to have the light dues now exacted against 
its commerce by any Government extinguished as soon as practicable. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) T. C. RAVEN, Vice-Admiral, U.S.N., 

Chairman. 


No. 85. 

Lord Vivian to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received April 23.) 

(No. 95. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Brussels, April 20, 1888. 

I DULY communicated to the Belgian Government the views of Her Majesty’s 
Government on the terms of the Concession granted by the Porte in 1881 to Messrs. 
Collas and Michel, for the erection and maintenance of certain lights in the Red Sea, on 
the south-east coast of Arabia and in the Persian Gulf, as stated in your Lordship’s 
Circular despatch, marked Commercial, of the 20th February last, and I asked for their 
opinion on the subject. 

I have now the honour to inclose copy of ^Prince de Chimay’s reply, stating that the 
Belgian Government, while agreeing generally with the objections entertained by Her 
Majesty’s Government to the terms of the Collas-Michel Concession, do not consider that 
their maritime interests in the seas in question are of sufficient importance to be appreciably 
affected by the proposed Concession, and that, in these circumstances, the King’s 
Government are content to leave the solution of the question in the hands of the Powers 
which are most interested in it. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) VIVIAN. 


Inclosure in No. 85. 

Prince de Chimay to Lord Vivian. 

Ministers des Affaires Etrangeres, Bruxelles, 
Milord, le 19 Avril, 1888. 

PAR son office du 5 Mars dernier, votre Excellence a bien voulu me communiquer les 
objections que soul&ve, de la part du Gouvernement de la Reine, la Concession accordee 
en 1881 par la Sublime Porte h MM. Collas et Michel pour l’dtablissernent de trente 
phares dans la Mer Rouge et le Golfe Persique; elle m’a pri6 en m6me temps, d’apr^s les 
instructions de son Gouvernement, de lui faire savoir si les dispositions prises par la 
Turquie nous paraissaient de nature h £tre ratifies et, dans la negative, d’indiquer les phares 
[758] U 
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que notre commerce semblerait reclamer dans CcS parages ainsi que les saxes que nous 
serions disposes h. payer de ce chef. 

Le Gouvernement du Roi a pris connaissance avec un vif intdret des observations 
emises sur la question par le Gouvernement Britannique, et je ne pms manquer de vous 
remercier, Milord, pour la communication que vous avez bien voulu m’en faire. 

11 est permis de doutev de l’opportunite d’augmenter le nombre de phares existants, 
dans une proportion aussi considerable que celle dont fait mention la Concession Collas- 
Michel et surtout de la necessity d’imposer de ce chef a la navigation l’accroissement de 
charges qu’il est question d’etablii ; on peut eontester en efFet que le tarif soit en rapport 
avec les depenses probables et qu’il soit congu de maniere a pouvoir etre rdduit pendant 
la periode de Concession, si I’exageration en etait manifestement constatee. 

Quoiqu’d en soit, Milord, les intents maritimes de la Belgique dans les regions dont 
il s’agit sont de trop minime importance pour que la mesure puisse avoir pour elle de 
consequences bien appreciables. 

Dans ces conditions, le Gouvernement du Roi est d’avis de laisser aux pays que la 
question interesse a un plus haut degre le som de prepater la solution la plus 
avantageuse. 

Je serai reconnaissant a votre Excellence de vouloir bien faire part de cctte apprecia¬ 
tion h son Gouvernement, et ie saisis, &c. 

(Signe) LE PRINCE DE CHIMAY. 


No. 86. 

Mr. Haggard to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received May S.) 

(No. 15. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Athens, May 3, 1888. 

ON the receipt of your Lordship’s Circular despatch, Commercial, of the 29th 
February last, on (he subject of the erection and maintenance of lights in the Red Sea, 
on the south-eastern coast of Arabia, and in the Persian Gulf, Sir H. Rumbold duly 
communicated a copy thereof, with its inclosures, to the Minister for Foreign Affairs, 
while at the same time inviting the Greek Government, through his Excellency, to inform 
Her Majesty’s Government as to whether the Turkish proposals should, in their opinion, 
be agreed to, and, if not, as to what lights their trade requires, and what dues they are 
prepared to pay for them. 

I have now the honour to transmit to your Lordship herewith copy of a note which 
I have received from the Acting Minister for Foreign Affairs, in which he states that the 
Ministry of Marine, to whom the subject was referred, has informed him that it would 
prefer to abstain from giving an opinion on the question of the lights to be erected on 
the coasts of the Persian Gulf and of the Red Sea, because these coasts are rarely visited 
by Hellenic merchant-vessels, and because it considers the dues stipulated for in the 
Convention of 1881 exorbitant. 

T liflvp /tp 

(Signed) ’ W. H. D. HAGGARD. 


Inclosure in No. 86. 

M. Theotoki to Mr. Haggard. 

Ministere,des Affaires Etrangeres, Athenes, 
Monsieur, Ze 19 Avril (l er Max), 1888. 

LE Ministere de la Marine, auquel je n’ai pes manque de communiquer le contenu de 
l’office de la legation, en date du 12 Mars dernier, vient de me faire connaitre qu’il 
pidfdrerait s’abstenir de donner son opinion sur la question des phares devant etre erigds 
sur les c6tes du Golfe Persique et de la Mer Rouge, vu que ses cdtes sont peu frequences 
par les b&timents de la marine marchande Helleniquc, et qu’il considere les droits stipulds 
par la Convention de 1881 comine exorbitants. 

Yeuillez, &c. 

(Signe) G. THEOTOKI. 
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No. 87. 

Mr. Petre to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received May 15.) 

(No. 4-3. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Lisbon, May 9, 1888. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 14, Commercial, of the 14th March, in which 
I informed your Lordship that I had addressed a note to the Portuguese Government 
asking them for their opinion respecting the Turkish Concession to MM. Collas and 
Michel in the matter of lights in the Red Sea, I have now the honour to inclose herewith 
translation of a note which I have received from Senhor de Barros Gomes in answer to 
my above-mentioned note. 

As your Lordship will perceive, Senhor de Barros Gomes, after making a few 
observations as to limiting the liability of the different countries, states that the 
Portuguese Government are prepared to give their assent beforehand to any tariff 
which may eventually be agreed upon between the other Powers and the Turkish 
Government. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) GEORGE G. PETRE. 


Inclosure in No. 87. 

Senhor Gomes to Mr. Petre. 

(Translation.) 

Your Excellency, Lisbon, May 4, 1888. 

IIIS Majesty’s Government have taken into due consideration the matter set forth 
in your Excellency’s note of the 14th of last March, expressing the wish on the part of 
your Government to ascertain whether the Turkish proposals with reference to the 
lighting up of the coasts in the Red Sea and in the Persian Gulf ought, in the opinion of 
the Portuguese Government, to be accepted, and should they be deemed inacceptable, 
what lighthouses arc necessary for Portuguese navigation in those seas, and what amount 
of dues are the Portuguese Government disposed to pay in order to defray the cost of 
those lighthouses. 

In reply, I have the honour to inform your Excellency that among the lighthouses 
proposed in the Concession to MM. Collas and Michel with reference to international 
navigation in the Red Sea, the following are mentioned in their respective order by the 
commanding officers of our ships as necessary for navigation:— 

No. 23, Mocha; No. 22, Abou Ail; No. 18, Island of Zebayer; and No. 16, Jebel 
Teer. 

The others are not indispensable for navigation, and in some of the places proposed 
the soundings afford a safe indication as to the proximity of danger. Inasmuch as the 
lighthouses referred to are useful to vessels passing through the Red Sea and not bound 
to any ports therein, it is doubtless both proper and just that the international navigation 
shall pay dues for them alone. 

It seems likewise just that the dues recovered shall not exceed the amount absolutely 
requisite to defray the cost of the said lighthouses, and, moreover, that the proposed 
improvement, which is one of general interest, shall neither have the nature of a 
financial speculation on the part of a private individual, nor shall it constitute a source of 
unjustifiable profit on the part of the Ottoman Government. 

On these grounds, the clause contained in the 11th Article of the Contract, in virtue 
of which the State gets 10 per cent, on the revenue derived from the dues, is held to be 
hardly fair; it would also seem proper to oppose the maintenance of the same tariff 
during forty years, which is the period of the Concession, without taking into considera¬ 
tion the probable increase of international navigation in the Red Sea, or in any way 
providing for this contingency. 

As regards the tariff dues which ought to be imposed in order to defray the cost of 
the service in question, His Majesty’s Government are of opinion that, after the matter 
shall have been discussed by those nations which have considerable maritime and com¬ 
mercial interests therein, Portugal cannot but look upon the decision at which they may 














Your Lordship will gather from M^Ha Ma j est y’ s Government to the Tariff under 
Government fully share the objections of H ^houses to be constructed being, m 
which the proposed dues would be leyie , » ^ vesse i s bound directly through 

-their opinion, with a few exceptions, o * ^ down f or forty years by such a Tariff, 

whict d as S th;y point out, they would bei unable 

csSviBs?sir-“ <•— "«“■* - 

coasts and harbours would be acceptably expresses the desire to be made 

M. Hartsen, as yourLordship will Y G i ve rnment respecting the Turkish 

acquainted, if possible, with the views £ urnislied w itli a few copies of your Lordship s 
proposals and he w llhtuary last, and its four inclosures, as well as of the 

lighthouses in the Red Sea.^ 

(Signed) HORACE RTJMBOLD. 

Inclosure in Ho. 89. 

M. Hartsen to Sir H. Rumbold. 

La Haye , le 6 Juin, 1888. 

M. le Ministre, . M i_ d’Affaires interimaire a bien voulu 

PAR son office du 5 Mars dernier M. le Ch ^ ^ rintcnt ion du Gouvernement 

demander l’opinion du Gouveinemen d’entretien d’un systems d’dclairage dans la 

Ture de faire face aux frais de construeon etdental J Qn internatio nale directe, 

Kour^Sans Lidentique au tarif %pU» P"“ r >“ > h “" 

eXiSt Le tS 'Gouverne ra ent du Roi cst M 

Britannique en ce qni conoerne ^SSe ne .out d'aocune: utilito 

"f;''un fK rnl’d'^ou-S uu a Mocha, un k Hh de Zebayer, et peut-ttre un 

aussi h Jebel-Tier, lui sufficient. directe serait soumise pendant quarante ans h ce 

En outre, la navigation international ' t ^ infc&eBS& ou sans revision possible si 
tarif sans aucun moyen de controle de p d6c0 ule du fait, que les resultats 

les circonstances venaient h se modihe , direct(J ont fet e amalgames dans le 

pdcuniaires de leclairage de la ^ des c btes et des ports. . 

" way-—- - * - 

feUX -Je vous prie, M. le Ministre. de bien «-*.»«»“ dt d“e 

consMdrations Lises au sujet des propos.Uons 

—nt en vigue J pour ies pharos fig^ns de la 

Mer Rouge. Veuillez, &«• _-- 

(Signd) HARTSEH. 


Ho. 90. 


The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir H. Rumbold. 

4Ho. 22. Commercial.) Foreign Office , June 11,1888. 

1 ‘ h ° 8 *' aDd ’ “ 
^ copy 
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compliance with the request contained therein, T inclose two copies of the Ctrculai of 
the " 'th February last, and the inclosures therein. .. 

You will at the same time be good enough to inform M. Hartsen that Hei Majesty s 
Government have not yet received the reply of the French Government on this question, 
but so soon as they are in possession of their views, the Government of the Hetheuamls 
shall be duly apprised of their nature. j am &c> . 

(Signed) ’ SALISBURY. 


Ho. 91. 

Sir Clare Ford to the Marquis of Salisbury.—{Received June 16.) 

(Yo 122. Commercial.) June 13, 1888. 

y WITH reference to your Lordship’s Circular despatch, Commercial of the 
^9th Eebruary, and to my despatch Ho. 70, Commercial, of the 14th March, relative 
lo the Concession granted to MM. Collas and Michel by the 1 orte lor the erection of 
-lights in the Red Sea, I have the honour to transmit herewith to your Lordship 
•translation of a note which I have received from Senor Moret, the Spanish Minister o 
State tn which is expressed the concurrence of the Spanish Government with the views 
of the Board of Trade with respect to the subject, and which were contained in a 
Memorandum which was inclosed in your Lordship’s above-mentioned Circular despatci 
of the 29th February. j haye &c 

(Signed) ’ FRAHCIS CLARE FORD. 


In closure in Ho. 91. 

Sefior Moret to Sir Clare Ford. 

(Translation.) A/, of Slate , June 5, 1888. 

’ ON b the 13th ultimo I had the honour to intimate to your Excellency that I had 

communicated to my colleague, the Minister of Marine the noteto 
mp nn the 7tli March relative to the Concession made by the Uttoman government tu 
Messrs. Collas and Michel of the right to establish lighthouses in the Red Sea, on t e 

C ° aS Vhe^effi^which^have now received from that Department justifies me ^ forming 

*«■' S 18 , «. aud'23-those of the Islands Jebel 
Teer, Zebayr, and Abou Ail, and of the port of Mocha. ^ ayail> &c> 

(Signed) S. MORET. 
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No. 92. 

Sir B. Morier to the Marquis of Salisbury. -{Received June 18.) 

(No. 73. Commercial.) Petersburgh, June 12, 1888. 

My Lord, . .. , d tcl mar ked Commercial, Circular, of the 

ON the receipt ot your Loidship h de&patcn m<ui inion 0 f the Russian 

29th February last, instructing mu to maintenance of certain lights in 

Government, the Turkish pioposals Persian Gulf should be agreed to, and, 

liSSSj* f^“^note which I have 

I have now the honour to CForeisn AfiZf in which hin ExceUency 

- » 

whkh donrtton^ atmvTuibBh ^. his Excellency considers that an under- 

standing 1 on^this^mattei can only i>e come to Q^ygl^^ntftlw ^rarity" oMihe 

b™ erection of lighthouses at Djebel 
Terr, Zebayr, Abou Ail, and Mocha. , - tl urese nt lighthouse of “ Two 

named points are not m the Fairnay. j &c> 

(Signed) R. B. D. MORIER. 


Inclosure in No. 92. 

M. Vlangaly to Sir B. Morier . 

, 1 Ministere des Affaires Etrangeres, le 27 Mai, 1888. 

"■ a m-“T-SfSSiglSsSJSSS 

avec les Flats intfressfe, unet axe sur les bailments naviguant dans 

4 k t'Zt e ll S"a"CS Impale la sdeuritd 

“^A^ou^AilV^^Mocha/’^nimttlonnds S l^Mdllandun, du Gonvernement de Sa 

Maj "rre^iacement du phare existent des “Two Brothers 
“Masabid” et “ Sliem Mahar,” ces dermers points ne se trouvantpas u g 
maritime, le Gouvernement Imperial n’y saurait donner son adhesi . 

En portant ce qui precede a voire connaissance, je smsis, &c. ^ YLANGALT. 
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No. 93. 

Mr. Edwardes to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Beceived July 16.) 

(No. 198. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Washington, July 3, 1888. 

ON the 13th April last, Sir Lionel "West had the honour, in his despatch No. 104, 
Commercial, to transmit to your Lordship a copy of a note from the Secretary of State, 
forwarding a communication from the Lighthouse Board to the Treasury Department, 
stating that they are not in favour of accepting the Turkish proposals for the erection 
and maintenance of lights in the Red Sea and the Persian Gulf, and I beg now to inclose 
herewith a copy of a further note from Mr. Bayard on this subject. 

Mr. Bayard states he has received a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, in which 
he expresses his opinion that it would be inexpedient for the United States’ Govern¬ 
ment to assent to the Turkish proposal. The objections put forward by the Secretary of 
the Navy to the present proposal are :— 

1. That out of the twelve coast-lights proposed, only four can be considered neces¬ 
sary or desirable; 

2. The tolls proposed are excessive, and appear to combine in one system of charges 
the maintenance of coast-lights and harbour-lights ; and 

3. No provision is made for the publication of accounts of light dues, or for any 
measures for their early reduction and ultimate abolition. 

The Secretary of the Navy is of opinion, however, that the United States’ Govern¬ 
ment might safely assent to a properly guarded arrangement for the erection of the four 
lights considered necessary, and for the collection of reasonable tolls for their main¬ 
tenance, with the understanding that such tolls should cease at an early date. 

I h&vc &c 

(Signed) ’ H. G. EDWARDES. 


Inclosure in No. 93. 

Mr. Bayard to Mr. Edwardes. 

Sir, Department of State, Washington, July 2, 1888. 

REFERRING to my reply of the 11th April to Sir L. West’s note of the 19th March, 
1888, relative to the proposed establishment by the Turkish Government of certain lights 
in the Red Sea and the Persian Gulf, I now have the honour to inform you that I have 
received a letter from the Secretary of the Navy on the subject, in which he expresses 
the opinion that it would be inexpedient for this Government to assent to the Turkish 
proposal. 

My colleague, moreover, observes that apart from the general inexpediency of 
assenting in any new case to the imposition of light dues upon passing vessels, the 
present proposal is open to specific objection in this, that out of the twelve coast-lights 
proposed only four can be considered as in any sense necessary or desirable, namely, 
Jebel Tier (16), Zebayr (18), Abou Ail (21), and Mocha (23). Secondly, the tolls which 
it is proposed to levy are excessive, and apparently combine in one system of charges 
the maintenance of coast-lights and harbour-lights; and, thirdly, no provision is made 
for the publication of accounts of light dues, or for any measures looking to their early 
reduction and ultimate abolition, but, on the contrary, it is provided in the Concession 
that they are to continue in force for forty years after a certain number of lights shall 
have been erected. 

The Secretary of the Navy is therefore of the opinion that the proposal in its 
present form would be extremely burdensome, and should not be agreed to, but that this 
Government might safely assent to a properly guarded arrangement providing tor the 
erection of the four above-mentioned lights, and tor the collection ot reasonable tolls 
for their maintenance, with the understanding that the tolls should cease at an early 
date. 

T hovp Arf* 

(Signed) ’ T. F. BAYAKD. 


[7581 
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No. 94. 

Mr. Trench to the Marquis of Salisbury.—{Received August 31.) 

(No. 62.) 

My Lord, T6U6, July 25, 1888. 

WITH reference to your Lordship’s Circular, Commercial, of the 29th February 
last, respecting the erection and maintenance of lighthouses in the Red Sea, I have the 
honour to inclose herewith to your Lordship translation of a note which I have received 
from the Japanese Minister for Foreign Affairs, replying to one I had sent forwarding 
copies of your Lordship’s above-mentioned despatch and its inclosures, and inviting the 
opinion of the Japanese Government on the matter. 

His Excellency states that his Government, not having as yet any important 
interests in the question, is prepared to concur in any decision which may be arrived at 
by Her Majesty’s Government and the various other foreign Governments concerned* 
and at the same time remarks that the imposition of dues for the establishment and 
maintenance of lighthouses is a question concerning the independent rights of all 
independent countries, and cannot be subject to interference on the part of other 
Powers. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) P. LE POER TRENCH. 


Inclosure in No. 94. 

Count Olcuma to Mr. Trench. 

(Translation.) 

Sir, Tokio, July 20, 1888. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your note of the 30th April 
last, in which you inform me that the Turkish Government have made communications 
to Her Majesty’s Government on the subject of the establishment of lighthouses on the 
noilh-east coast of Arabia and in the Persian Gulf, and the levying of heavy dues for 
the maintenance of the said lights from vessels passing through the Red Sea; that Her 
Majesty’s Government disapprove of the proposal, and propose to reply to the Turkish 
Government after they have elicited the opinions of the various Maritime Powers; 
and that you have accordingly been instructed by Her Majesty’s Principal Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs to inquire what are the views of my Government on this 
question. You also inclose copies of (he instructions you have received from Lord 
Salisbury of the “ Collas ” Agreement, and of a statement of the views of the Board of 
Trade. 

My Government have not at present important interests in this question, and they 
are therefore prepared to concur in any decision which may be arrived at by Her Majesty’s 
Government and the various other foreign Governments who are directly interested. 
With regard, however, to the imposition of dues for the establishment and maintenance 
of lighthouses, as is pointed out in the Memorandum of the Board of Trade, this is a 
question which concerns the independent rights of all ^independent countries, and cannot 
be subject to interference on the part of other Powers; but, in regard to the undesira¬ 
bility of dues being levied by a Government from vessels which navigate the high seas 
without entering the ports of the country concerned, and of a profit being made thereby 
by the said Government, my Government is entirely in accord with the Government of 
Her Majesty. 

I t&kc Sec 

(Signed) ’ Count OKUMA SHIGENDBU, 

Minister for Foreign Affairs. 


No. 95. 

Count Leyden to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received October 8.) 
(Translation.) 

My Lord, German Embassy , London, October 3, 1888. 

SIR EDWARD MALET addressed a note on the 15th March last to the Imperial 
German Government, informing them of the views of Her Majesty’s Government with 
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No. 95*. 

The Earl of Lytton to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received November 1.) 

(No. 363. Commercial.) . 

L or( j Pans, October 30, 1888. 

WITH reference to your Lordship’s despatch No. 171, Commercial, of the 27th 
instant, I have the honour to state that, on inquiry at the Foreign Office this day, I have 
been informed that the Report on the question of the lighting of the Red Sea the south- 
east coast of Arabia, and the Persian Gulf, has only just been received by the Ministry 
of Marine, by whom the subject has been carefully examined in the Hydrographical 

^ I have been promised that in a few days I shall receive the reply of the French 
Government, which will be to the effect that they are quite in accord with the views enter¬ 
tained by Her Majesty’s Government on this subject, but that, considering the difference 
of opinion which exists with regard to the value of the points where it is proposed to erect 
lighthouses, they would suggest that the question is one which ought to be submitted to 
an International Commission specially appointed to examine it. 

I have, &c. 

fSismedl LYTTON. 




f758] 
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regard to the Agreement entered into on the 2nd (14th) April, 1881, between Turkey 
and Messrs. Collas and Michel, for the construction and keeping up of, altogether, thirty 
lights on the Red Sea, the Persian Gulf, and south-east coast of Arabia. 

With reference to this communication, I have the honour to state to your Lordship 
that the Imperial Government entirely agree with the objections raised by Her Majesty's 
Government, and that they wish to call attention to some further points which seem to 
require reconsideration. 

Witli regard to the question of the places where lights are necessary, the Imperial 
Government are also of opinion that they are required on Djebel-Zebayr and Djebel- 
Terr (Nos. 18 and 16 on List B, Inclosure 2, p. 10), besides the particularly important 
points at Mocha and Abou Ail (Nos. 23 and 21). 

On account of the shoals and reefs near Mocha, it might be better to have a light¬ 
ship outside the shoals there instead of a light on land. In view of the danger caused 
to ships passing the Red Sea by the lately-discovered Avocct rock, where the steamers 
“Avocet” and “Teddington” were wrecked last year, it appears desirable that steps 
should be taken to mark this rock by means of a light-ship, or by some other arrange¬ 
ment. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LEYDEN. 


No. 96. 

Sir A, Paget to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received November 10.) 

(No. 92. Commercial.) 

MyL ord, Vienna, November 7, 1888. 

WITH reference to your Lordship’s despatch No. 62, Commercial, of the 27th ultimo, 
I have the honour to state that having, in accordance with your Lordship’s instructions, 
addressed a further inquiry to Count Ktilnoky as to the views of the Austro-IInngarian 
Government on the subject of the lighting of the Red Sea, the south-eastern coast of 
Arabia, and the Persian Gulf, I have now been informed by his Excellency that the 
Austrian and Hungarian Ministries of Commerce consider the erection of lights at Abou 
Ail, Mokha, Jebel Tecr, and Zebayr desirable, and that they assent to the views 
expressed in the Foreign Office Circular of the 29th February last, copy of which was 
inclosed in the note from this Embassy of the 6th March. 

His Excellency further states that, with reference to the question of tariff, the 
Ministries of Commerce believe that it will not be easy to fix as yet the scale of dues to 
be levied, and signify their adhesion to the representation by the British Government 
that the trade which passes through the Red Sea without touching at a Turkish port 
should not be taxed, except to such an extent as may be found necessary to pay the cost 
of erecting and maintaining such lights as are absolutely necessary for that trade. 

I have, &c. 

(For Her Majesty’s Ambassador), 

(Signed) C. E. MAUDE. 


No. 97. 


Mr. Egerton to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received November 12.) 

(No. 379. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Paris, November 10, 188S. 

WITH reference to Lord Lytton’s despatch No. 363, Commercial, of the 30th 
ultimo, I have the honour to inclose herewith to your Lordship copy of the note which I 
have received from M. Goblet, informing me of the views of the French Government with 
regard to the Concession granted by the Porte to Messrs. Collas and Michel for the 
lighting of the Red Sea, the south-east coast of Arabia, and the Persian Gulf. 

The French Government have not yet received any direct notification from the 
Porte with regard to this Concession, but they are of opinion that the question is one 
which ought to be submitted to a Technical Commission, composed of Delegates of the 
Maritime Powers, who would be able to decide as to the number and position of the 
lighthouses which ought to be erected. They agree with the general view r s of Her 
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Majesty’s Government that the dues levied ought not to exceed the actual costs of the 
construction and maintenance of the lights necessary to insure the safe transit of 
steamers along the course generally followed by them through the Red Sea; and, in 
consequence, M. Goblet states that he would be glad to be made acquainted with the 
views of the different Governments which have been consulted by Her Majesty’s 
Oovernment on this question. 

I have &c. 

(Signed) ’ EDWIN H. EGERTON. 


Inclosure in No. 97. 

M. Goblet to Mr. Ejerton. 


Monsieur, Paris, le 9 Novembre, 1888. 

PAR une lcttre en date du 22 Juin dernier, et en se r£ferant h sa communication du 
23 Mars, son Excellence M. l’Ambassadeur de Sa Majeste Britannique a bien voulu 
rappeler le prix qif attacherait le Gouvernemcnt Anglais a connaitre les vues du Gouverne- 
ment de la Rdpublique relativement aux propositions dont la Porte a saisi le Cabinet de 
Londres a 1’effct d’assurer la raise a execution de la Concession accordee h MM. Michel et 
Collas pour l’eclairage des cbtes Turques de la Mer Rouge et du Golfe Persique. 

Les Administrations competentes Franqaises, qui ont dte consultees au sujet de cette 
aflaiie, n’ont pas encore dte en mesure de proceder a une etude approfondie des diverses 
questions que pourrait soulevcr le projet d’eclairage et de tarif dont le Gouvernement 
Ottoman n’a u’ailleurs pas, jusqu’h present, donnee connaissance au Gouvernement 
Franoais. Au reste, dans la pensee du Gouvernement de la Republique, le nombrc et la 
position des phares qui devraient etre dtablis sur les c6tes Ottomanes de la Mer Rouge et 
h l’cntretien desquels devrail contribuer la navigation internationale de transit par ce bras 
de mer, nc pourraient etre arrete's, d’une maniere satisfaisante, que par une Commission 
Internationale composee de Delegues Techniques des Puissances Maritimes. 

Le Gouvernement Frangais estime d’une manure generate conime le Gouvernement 
Britannique, qu’en principe, la contribution du commerce international de transit par la 
Mer Rouge h l’etablissement de phares dans ces parages ne devrait, equitablement, 
representer que les liais necessaires a la construction et h l’entretien des feux dont la pose 
rendrnit plus facile et plus sure la route generalement suivie par les navires h vapeur. 

Dans cct, ordre d’id<5es, je vous serais ties oblige si vous vouliez faire part au 
Gouvernement Britannique de 1’interet que j’aurais a connaitre la maniere de voir des 
autres Puissances que le Cabinet de Londres a entretenues de la question dont il s’agit. 

Agreez, &c. 

(Signe) RENE GOBLET. 


No. 98. 

Sir F. Plunkett to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(.Received November 19.) 

(No. 88. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Stockholm, November IS, 1888. 

I HAVE the honour to transmit herewith copy of a note which I have received this 
day irom Count Ehrensvard, in reply to that which was addressed to him last March by 
Mr. Napier, respecting the proposed new Concession for lighthouses in the Red Sea, on 
the south coast of Arabia, and in the Persian Gulf. 

I have, during the last four months, frequently pressed the matter on the attention of 
the Foreign Department, and on receipt of your Lordship’s despatch No. 23, Commercial, 
of the 27th ultimo, I again reverted to it in still more urgent terms. 

Your Lordship will, no doubt, be pleased with the reply of the Swedish-Norwegian 
Government. They indorse the views taken by Her Majesty’s Government of the 
Concession proposed to be given to Messrs. Collas and Michel, and as their interests and 


85 


ours are identical in this question, the Swedish-Norwegian Government agree *o whatever 
Her Majesty’s Government consider necessary and equitable in regard to the number of 
lighthouses to be built in those quarters, and to the scale of dues to be paid for them. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) F. R. PLUNKETT. 


Inclosure in No. 98. 

Count Ehrensvard to Sir F. Plunkett. 

M. le Ministre, Stockholm, le 9 Novembre, 1888. 

ME rdferant h la note de M. Napier du G Mars dernier, ayant trait h la Concession 
que le Gouvernement Ottoman s'est proposd de laire a MM. Collas et Michel pour 
l’erection et le maintien de divers phares sur les cGtes de la Mer Rouge, le littoral sud-est 
des c6tes Arabiques, et les cotes du Golfe de Perse, j’ai l’honneur de vous faire savoir 
qu’aux yeux du Gouvernement du Roi, l’opposition faitu par le Gouvernement Britannique 
h. la Concession projetee parait bien fondee, et que nous sonuucs prets h nous rallier, en 
principe, a l’avis emis dans la depeche Circulaire de Lord Salisbury cn date du 29 Fevrier, 
1888, en ce qui touche la question mise en debat. 

Quant h designer quels phares sont consideres necessaires pour notre navigation et 
quelles taxes equitables, il nous est difficile, vu le peu d’importance de notre navigation 
dans ces parages, de nous prononcer avec autorite. Nous prefe'rons nous rallier entice¬ 
ment aux vues du Gouvernement Britannique, persuades, comme nous le sommes d’avance, 
que nos intdr&ts sont absolument identiques en cette matibre. 

Yeuillez, &c. 

(Signe) EHRENSVARD. 


No. 99. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to the Earl of Lytton. 

(No. 183. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, November 22, 1888. 

I HAVE to acknowledge the receipt of your Lordship’s despatch No. 363, 
Commercial, of the 30th ultimo, forwarding a note from M. Goblet on the subject of the 
lighting of the Red Sea. 

I have to request that your Lordship will inform bis Excellency that the replies to 
the communication which was made to the Powers on this question will be communicated 
to the Governments which are disposed to take part in its settlement, with further 
proposals on the part of Her Majesty’s Government. 

I have to ask your Lordship, at the same time, to explain that Her Majesty’s 
Government do not think that the appointment of a Technical Commission is necessary 
or desirable, at least in the present stage of the negotiations. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 100. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir E. Baring. 

(No. 1. Commercial.) 

gj r> Foreign Office, January 2, 1889. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 2, Commercial, of the 9th March last, I 
transmit to you herewith correspondence, in print, relative to the quest ins of Red Sea 
lights and of the Egyptian light dues.* 

I shall be glad to receive, at your early convenience, your opinion with respect to 
these questions as set forth for consideration in the papers now forwarded to you. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


• No. . 

T7 r.sfl Z 
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No. 101. 

Sir E. Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received March 18.) 

(No. 13. Commercial. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Cairo, March 4, 1889. 

IN the course of the discussions which have laken place in connection with the 
Commercial Convention, the question of the light dues has come under consideration. 

I have the honour to inclose a copy of a Memorandum on this subject which has 
been prepared by Tigrane Pasha. This Memorandum was sent to me with a private 
letter, in which Tigrane Pasha expressed himself as follows:— 

“ Je vous adresse ma note sur les phares en vous laissant juge d’y aonner la suite 
que vous jugerez necessaire.” 

This note is not, therefore, to be taken as an official expression of opinion emanating 
from the Egyptian Government. There appears, indeed, to be some difference of 
opinion amongst the Egyptian authorities as to the best course to adopt in this matter. 
Notably, Sir Edgar Yincent thinks it would be far better not to raise the question. As, 
however, the matter has been brought to my notice, I think I had better inform your 
Lordship of how the case stands. 

Article IX of the Anglo-Turkish Treaty of Commerce of 1861 provides for reci¬ 
procity of treatment in respect to “ duties of tonnage, harbour, pilotage, lighthouse, 
quarantine, and other similar or corresponding duties.” 

Article X (revised draft) of the Convention under discussion provides for reciprocity 
of treatment in respect to certain “ special taxes and accessory customs duties.” The 
second clause of Article Y also touches on the same subject. But in neither of these 
Articles is specific mention made of lighthouses or of light dues. 

Tigrane Pasha’s argument is that unless light dues are specifically mentioned in the 
new Convention, the right which, according to his view, was given to the Egyptian 
Government, in virtue of the Treaty of 1861 to regulate those dues, will lapse. He draws 
special attention to Article 12 of the Tariff published in July 1870, which is couched in 
the following terms:— 

“ Le present tarif sera susceptible d’augmentation ou de diminution, suivant letat 
du budget des Phares, que le Gouvernement fera dresser chaque annee.” 

This Article, though it clearly foreshadows the possibility of a change in the Tariff 
adopted in 1870, does not of itself decide the question of whether the Egyptian Govern¬ 
ment are or are not at liberty to impose any light dues they choose. This is the real 
point at issue. Tigrane Pasha’s argument appears to me to hold good so far that, if no 
mention is made ot light dues in the Convention, the right of the Egyptian Government 
to impose such dues as it may think fit will lapse, and the imposition ot those dues will 
be regulated by the arrangement made in the years subsequent to 1861, notably in 
1870. On the other hand, I conceive it to be equally true that if an unqualified right 
be conferred on the Egyptian Government by the Convention, the obligations, if any, 
assumed by that Government in 1870 will themselves lapse, and the Convention alone 
will regulate the relations between Her Majesty’s Government and the Egyptian Govern¬ 
ment on this subject. 

It becomes, therefore, important to ascertain, with as much precision as possible, 
what are the rights which the Egyptian Government possess in respect to this subject. 

I am, unfortunately, not able to discuss this question fully, for the archives of 
the Agency, prior to the year 1875, have been sent to London, and a good many of 
the archives of the Egyptian Government were destroyed in a fire at Alexandria some 
years ago. 

So far, however, as I am able to understand, what took place in 1870 was this: 
Before the opening of the Suez Canal the question of the light dues levied at Egyptian 
ports was comparatively unimportant. Upon the opening of the Suez Canal, the 
question greatly increased in importance. It became a matter of special interest to Her 
Majesty’s Government owing to the importance of the British trade to the East. 

M. de Martino, the Italian Consul-General, who, in 1870, as now, was the Doyen of 
the Diplomatic Corps in Cairo, has been kind enough to lend me the book containing 
the proces-verbaux of the meetings of the Consuls-General which were held in 1870. It 
appears from these proces-verbaux that a Circular was issued by Cherit Pasha to the 
Representatives of the Powers in connection with the levy of light dues. Further, 
Circulars were sent on the 7th May and on the 28th May, 1870. I have not been able 
to obtain copies of these Circulars. It is probable that they exist in the archives of the 
Foreign Office, and a reference to them might throw some light on the question of how 


far the Egyptian Government claimed in 1868-70 to impose whatever light dues it 
thought fit. One point, however, is quite clear. Although I cannot point to any 
.document which lays down explicitly what are the rights of the Egyptian Government and 
the Powers respectively in this matter, it is certain that the Tariff of 1870 was settled in 
consultation with the Representatives of the Powers. Indeed, it was based on a Report 
made by a Commission composed of the members of the Diplomatic and .Consular 
Corps in Egypt. Under these circumstances, it appears to me difficult for the Egyptian 
Government to make good its claim to unrestricted liberty of aclion in this matter." The 
right of the Powers to take part in the settlement of the Tariff was tacitly, if not 
explicitly, recognized in 1870. 

More than this, under Article 12 of the Tariff of 1870, the Egyptian Government 
took an engagement to. publish* a “budget des Phares” every year, and, as the 
augmentation or diminution of the duty was made to depend on the Budget by reason 
of a provision prepared in consultation with the Representatives of the Powers, it is not, 

I think, a strained inference to conclude that those Representatives were in the future to 
have some voice in the matter. I believe that I am correct in stating that, for a few 
years subsequent to 1870, the Budget was regularly published. Then the practice of 
publication tell into abeyance. Complaints were made on the subject, but it is not one 
that now possesses much practical importance. During the last few years a general 
Budget has been regularly published, which includes amongst its items the revenue and 
expenditure of the Lighthouse Administration. 

In spite of my earnest desire to do anything that is reasonable in the direction of 
freeing Egypt from international trammels, I am not prepared to recommend that the 
Egyptian Government should be left entirely free to impose whatever transit duties it 
pleases on the trade to and from the East; for in reality the light dues now constitute 
a heavy transit duty, and it cannot be any longer said that they are merely levied to 
cover the expenditure incident on the lighthouses. 

If your Lordship agrees in this view, the question would arise as to what restrictions 
should be imposed on the liberty of action of the Egyptian Government. I do not think 
it would be advisable to repeat, in the Convention now under discussion, the words of the 
Treaty of 1861 without qualification. 

It would, I dare say, he possible to arrive at some fairly satisfactory arrangement 
in connection with this subject, but I do not propose to go into the question at 
present. 

Since Tigrane Pasha’s note was written, I have received your Lordship’s despatch 
No. 1, Commercial, of the 2nd January. I have not yet commenced negotiations with 
the Egyptian Government on the subject of the reduction of the light dues, as I thought 
it desirable to finish the discussions on the Commercial Convention before mooting this 
subject. But I propose shortly to deal with the question. The rights of the Egyptian 
Government will then necessarily have to be considered. 

I may add that, although 1 will do my best to obtain some reduction of the light 
dues, I am confident that I cannot obtain acceptance of the proposals made by the 
Board of Trade in their letter of the 24th December w ithout using far stronger pressure 
than would be at all desirable, or than the circumstances of the case would appear to 
justify. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) E. BARING. 


Inclosure in No. 101. 

Memorandum respecting Lighthouses. 

L’ARTICLE IX du Traitd de Commerce de 1861 entre la Grande-Bretagne et la 
Turquie, garant.it aux Parties Contractantes le droit reciproque d’etablissement et de 
perception des droits de phares, sans autre restriction que de ne pouvoir appliquer aux 
bfitiments de l’autre pays des droits autres ou plus dlevds que ceux qui sont appliques aux 
b&timents nationaux. 

L’ Article 2 du Tarif des droits de phares de 1370, signe par Cherif Pacha, prevoit 
que 1’augmentation ou la diminution des droits de phares serait subordonnde a l’etat 
annuel du budget des Phares et semblerait restreindre le droit integral concede' par 
l’Article IX du Traitd de 1861. 

* The French expression is “faire dresser,” which I think may reasonably be held to include publication as 
well as preparation. 
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Tout en admettant ,» rtnj-e suit a,-1^ Monfil 

droits de pliares, et qu elle ait a term con T nouvelle Convention, la disposition 

n’en semble pas moins n&essaue de maintemi, dans la nouveue ^o 

de V Article IX du Traite de 1861. .. j „ dmits de pharcs, explicitement 

LWsion dans ^^t^rib^non l un oubli^mais a une 

reconnus par le Traite de 1861, se u( w oC i a tions qui seleveraient a ce sujet; on ne 

concession volontaive consentie dans p v>retendre que le seul regime applicable 

manquerait certainement pas de s enP d P 187 q avec la reserve consentie par Chenf 

aux droits de pliares en Egypte est le forme! de 

Pacha. Et l’Egypte qui h present m me (alms qu e pent i q Convention ne 

Traite), voit son droit discute. serait b en plus de « ait comp fotemcnt it la 

faisait aucune mention de ce tiro t :. U ^P te » f m ™°; ueront pa < d’cxcrcer dans leur 
discretion des Compagraes de Nauga i i , 1 ceux .[\ en l’absence d’une disposition 
interet, une pvession sur lours ’ouvei ^ J les reclamations des armateurs, au 
formelle, se verront obliges de ccciei ei . 

detriment des interets de I'Egypte. (Sign^) TIGRANE. 

Le Cairo, le 24 Decembre , 188S. 


No. 102. 

Sir E. Baring to lie Marquis of Salisbury.-(Received April 8.) 

(No. 15. Commercial.) c a { ro , March 26, 1889. 

Mv Lord, T nv d s W s despatch No. 1, Commercial, of the 

X HAVE the honour to reply to your LiOiasmp b ufcsp* 

2Dd & sP atch 5; out Lo.«p 

lighthouses in the Ee<l Sea and Persian Gulf Lhe most h P dated ^ 

collection is the letter tan he Boar d of tojhe^ ^ 

24th December, 1888. In this leuer 1 l ^ j. Ms hips deemed necessary m the 
required for the construction of » . t 140 oOOZ., and that a sum ot 29,000/. 

Bed Sea and off Cape^Guardafm would amount light3 . (2) for interest at 

S e Xor4 C pe S "ent° onrte" original capital outlay; (3) for a sinking fund sufhc.ent 

t0 oa “ 1 W St"rtho 

reduced to an extent aat uouldMtj^c ^ ^ establishment and maintenance of the 

rSnaUights ZvLi in the Bed Sea and 4th in6ta „ t , I informed 

In my despatch to your ,“P^' c ^ e ° n TnScions on this subject There 
your Lordship that l proposed s 10 y SU ch large concessions as those for 

was never any prospect ot my being might perhaps ho able to 

which the Board of Trade asks. But I tadI hoped ^ in ^ direction „fth e 

*«— s inoi,portune for 

commencing any negotiations on the sul^ect d this question solely from 

It is very natural that the Board of 1 ade snewa^ * ed and \ vh icli they so ably 
the point of view of the interests with » - 7 w focli also merits very serious 

defend. The question however, Jas anoth ^ financial situation of Egypt 

consideration. In the first place, the effect p e S . H Majesty’s Government 
has to be considered. In the second ^acc. ™ of Egyptian finance, but also the 
greatly interested in the stability and weU-be JS ^ and to what extent, 

very important political question mus Egyptian Government to insure the 

diplomatic pressure should he J ter estsfthey would certainly be opposed, 

adoption of a measure to which in E^yp j t remely difficult to treat this question 

revenue now derived from the light dues. 
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Your Lordship will remember that a Conference, which dealt with the Egyptian 
financial situation, assembled in London in the year 1884. Eventually a Budget was 
framed and sanctioned by the Powers, which just permitted the Egyptian Government 
to pay the interest on its debt, and to provide a sufficient sum for its administrative 
services. This Budget provided a net revenue for the Egyptian Government from the 
light dues of GO,000/. a-year. Apart, therefore, from the question of Treaty right, which 
is discussed in my despatch No. 13 of the 4th March, the Egyptian authorities contend, 
with some reason, that the Powers of their own accord gave them a revenue of GO,000/. 
a-ycar from the light dues, and that if they are now called, upon to sacrifice any portion of 
that revenue, the Powers must point out to them how they can make good the deficit 
which would thus he incurred. 

I may mention that, according to the Estimates of 1889, the net revenue derived 
from the light dues will he G5,000/., being 5,000/. in excess of the figure of the 
London Convention. On the other hand, in respect to several items which figure on 
the Budget, it is now clear that the Estimates of the London Convention were too 
optimist. 

Further, from the point of view of Egyptian finance, the moment is singularly 
inopportune for raising a question ot this sort. Your Lordship is aware that the low 
Nile and the recent increase of military expenditure has caused much embarrassment, 
and that, even as matters now stand, it is not certain whether a deficit during the 
current year will be avoided. 

I have already stated that it is extremely difficult to treat lliis question solely on 
its own merits. 1 proceed to explain somewhat further my reasons for making this 
statement. 

The Egyptian authorities would naturally consider that they are asked to forego a 
considerable revenue for the sake of European, and principally English, commercial 
interests. They will then point out that there arc several other points in respect to 
which their claims have not as yet received adequate consideration. 

The first of these is the payment of the Zcyla tribute, in respect to which I beg to 
refer your Lordship to my despatch No. 330 of the 30th October, 1888. There can, I 
think, be little doubt that, in respect to this point, the Egyptian Government has a very 
solid grievance. The expenditure on account of the tribute, amounting to about 14,000/. 
a-year, was excluded by the Powers from the Budget of the London Convention. The 
Ottoman flag has been hauled down at Zcyla. The surplus revenues are paid into the 
Indian Treasury. Eor some while past, the Egyptian Government has had nothing what¬ 
ever to do with the occupation or administration of this port and of the neighbouring 
country. Yet they continue to pay the tribute. _ 

In the second place, the Egyptian Government consider that they have a tan claim 
to be relieved of part of the Suakin charges. On this subject, I beg to refer your Lord- 
ship to the inclosures in my despatch No. 33 ot the 15th January, lhe case of the 
Egyptian Government in respect to Suakiu is not, in my opinion, so strong as that m 
respect to Zcyla. Still, under all the circumstances of the case, they have, 1 venture to 

think, a fair claim for consideration. . 

In the third place, as your Lordship is aware, frequent complaints have been made 
here as to the charges for the Army of Occupation, which are deemed excessive. On 
this point I beg to refer your Lordship to my despatch No. 150 of the lGtli instant, in 
which I proposed that a Commission should be appointed to examine tins question. 

Lastly, it has been frequently pointed out to me that Egypt has gained little or 
nothin^ by the construction of the Suez Canal, whilst the shares acquired by Hei 
Majesty’s Government some few years ago have enormously increased m value. Under 
all the circumstances of the case, it is alleged that a lower rate ot interest than, o pei 
cent might equitably he charged on account of the shares now held by Her Majesty s 
Government. I do not say that I concur in this argument, for it the Egyptian Govern¬ 
ment do not benefit by the Suez Canal, it is mainly their own fault for having voluntarily 
parted with their interest in the concern. I merely state the argument, in order to show 

the views which prevail here on this subject. . , , ... 

If I could treat the question of the reduction of the light dues simultaneously with 
the other questions to which I have alluded above—notably the Zeyla tribute and the 
Suakin cxpenditurc-there might be some better prospect ot arriving at a satis actory 
solution. When I wrote my despatch of the 4th March to your Lordship, 1 had some 
hopes that this combination would be possible. But if, as I now tear, it is not tor the 
present possible to settle the Zeyla and Suakin questions m a sense satisfactory to 
Egypt, 1 venture to submit to your Lordship that it would not be desirable tonne to 
commence negotiations with a view to insuring the reduction of the light dues. I could 
[758J " A 
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not arrive at any satisfactory solution without using stronger pressure than would, from a 
political point of view, he desirable, or than the circumstances of the case would appear 
to justify. 

I trust, therefore, that your Lordship will allow the consideration of this question to 
be postponed for the present. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) E. BALING. 


No. 103. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir E. Baring. 

(No. 10. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, April 26, 1889. 

I HAVE had under my consideration your despatches Nos. 13 and 15, Commercial, 
of the 4th and 25th ultimo, relative to the questions of the Egyptian light dues and 
lights in the Red Sea. 

The objects which Her Majesty’s Government have had in view in seeking to obtain 
a reduction of the charges on shipping in the payment of Egyptian light dues are 
twofold, namely, to relieve trade from an undue impost, and to remove obstacles 
(presented by the present rates of these dues) to procuring the additional lights required 
for the safety of navigation in the Red Sea. While shipping in the Red Sea is subjected 
to imposts so greatly in excess of the requirements of the service, it cannot he 
additionally burdened for the cost of those lights. 

Her Majesty’s Government, as you are well aware, have given, in dealing with 
this subject of Egyptian light dues, very full weight to considerations affecting the 
Egyptian Exchequer. In view, however, of all the circumstances of the case, Her 
Majesty’s Government arc of opinion that a reduction of these dues to a material 
extent at the date when the proposed new Customs Tariff comes into operation may 
properly be made a condition of the signature of the Commercial Convention now in 
negotiation. I am willing to leave the actual amount to be named to your discretion, 
hut I am disposed to think that it should be not less than 40,000/. The Conference in 
London in 1S84, it is true, submitted a revenue to the Egyptian Exchequer of 60,000/. 
from this source. The receipts from payments of dues have since exceeded this sum; 
and in consideration of the increased revenue now expected from customs dues, and of 
the fresh charges which will fall upon navigation by the construction of new lights in 
the Red Sea, it may fairly be asked that when the Powers shall have agreed to the 
new Customs Tariff coming into operation, which will involve additional charges upon 
their trade and a corresponding increase of Egyptian revenues, their shipping shall be 
relieved to a material extent from its present burdens, so much beyond the actual cost ot 
the maintenance of the Egyptian Lighthouse Service. 

Considering, however, that the necessary negotiations with the Imperial Ottoman 
Government with respect to certain of those additional rights may occupy a considerable 
period of time, it would probably be desirable that the full existing dues should continue 
to he charged to shipping until the new lights, including that on Guardafui or its 
neighbourhood, are actually in working order, and that the surplus over the reduced 
amount levied in respect of the Egyptian lights in the Red Sea should be set aside, and 
be held in a suspense account in order to provide for the payment of the proposed new 
works in such manner as may be hereafter arranged. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 104. 

Extract from No. 12, Commercial, Confidential, to Sir E. Baring , of April 26, 1889. 

(Commercial Convention Correspondence.) 

IT must likewise he agreed by the Egyptian G overnment that when the new Tariff 
comes into force the Egyptian light dues shall he reduced to a material extent, the exact 
amount to be named being left to your discretion. 
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No. 105. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Rustem Pasha. 

M. l’Ambassadeur, Foreign Office, April 27, 1889. 

WITH reference to my note of the 26th March, 1888, I have now the honour to 
inform your Excellency that the answers of the Maritime Powers to the inquiries which 
Her Majesty’s Government addressed to them with respect to the proposed new lights in 
the Red Sea have been received. The Powers object to their vessels being taxed at a 
rate in excess of the payments required for a system of lighting which is necessary for 
the purposes of navigation through the Red Sea. In other words, they object to a scale 
of dues calculated to defray the expenses of a large scheme of lighting which will not 
benefit their vessels. The lights unanimously recognized to be needed are those which 
it is proposed to construct at Mocha Shoal, Abou Ail, Zcbair, and Jebel Tier. Eor 
those the Powers are willing to pay, but they arc not willing that the trade of their 
country which passes through the Red Sea, without trading at a Turkish port, should be 
taxed, except to such an extent as may be necessary to defray the cost of the erection 
and maintenance of lights required for the safety of this navigation. If M. Collas will 
now submit a scheme for the construction of these lights, apart from the general scheme 
which he has put forward, together with a tariff of dues to defray the expenses of their 
erection and maintenance, Her Majesty’s Government aie ready to communicate it to the 
Powers. The details as to the precise localities where these lights shall be placed can be 
better settled when M. Collas’ new scheme and estimates are received. Should he, 
however, decline to entertain the present proposal, it must he remembered that the 
Powers cannot consent to an indefinite postponement of the construction of lights which 
are necessary for the safe navigation of the Red Sea; and in this event they must seek 
to obtain by other means the construction of lights sufficient for this purpose, either by 
arrangements for their construction under the authority of the Porte apart from 
M. Collas’ Concession, reserving for consideration any claims which lie may possibly 
possess under his Concession, or else by the construction of these lights in situations 
which are not under the direct administration of the Porte. 

I have the honour to request that your Excellency will be so good as to make 
known to the Porte and to .VI. Collas the present communication, which embodies the 
views of the Maritime Powers. 

T hnvo 

(Signed) ’ SALISBURY. 


No. 106. 

Circular addressed to Her Majesty's Representatives abroad. 

(Commercial.) 

My Lord, 

jSnq Foreign Office, May 3, 1889. 

I TRANSMIT to you herewith copies of a note which I have addressed to the 
Turkish Ambassador at this Court, in which I have made known to his Excellency the 
tenour of the replies of the Powers to the communications made to them by Her 
Majesty’s Representatives in conformity with the instruction contained in my Circular 
despatch of the 29th February, 1888. 

I have to request that you will forward a copy of this note to the Minister for 
Foreign Affairs, and say that Her Majesty’s Government think it might be convenient, 
in the further consideration of this matter, if the Powers agreed that the text of their 
replies should now be circulated among the Powers interested in this question. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


Inclosure in No. 106. 

The Marquis .of Salisbury to Rustem Pasha, April 27, 1889. 
[See No. 105.] 
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No. 107. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir E. Baring. 

(No. 14.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, May 3, 1889. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 10, Commercial, of the 26th ultimo, I transmit 
herewith, for your information, a copy of a Circular despatch, and the inclosure thereto, 
which I have addressed to Her Majesty’s Representatives in European countries on the 
subject of the lighting of the Red Sea.* 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 108. 

Rustem Pasha to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received May 3.) 

M. le Marquis, Londres, le 2 Mai, 1889. _ 

J’AI l’honneur d’accuser reception de la note de votre Seigneurie du 27 Avril 
dernier, relative aux phares de la Mer Rouge, et d’informer en meme temps votre 
Seigneurie que je vais m’empresscr d’en porter le contenu a la connaissance de mon 
Gouvernement. 

J’ai, &c. 

(Signe) RUSTEM. 


No. 109. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White. 

(No. 38. Commercial.) 

gj r Foreign Office, May 6, 1889. 

’ X TRANSMIT herewith, for your Excellency’s information, a copy of a Circular 
and its inclosure, which I have addressed to Her Majesty’s Representatives in European 
countries on the subject of the lighting of the Red Sea, together with a note from 
Rustem Pasha.f 

1 am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 110. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir E. Baring. 

(No. 19.1 

gj r Foreign Office, May 17, 1889. 

1 TRANSMIT herewith a copy of a letter from the Board of Trade respecting 
the finances of the Egyptian Lighthouse Administration, and I have to request you to 
bo o'ood enough to endeavour to obtain and send home any Itepoits which may have 
been issued by the Administration tor the years 1887 and 1888, togethei w ith any 
remarks you may have to offer as to the extinction of the debt referred to by the Board 
of Trade. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


• No. 106. 


f Nob. 10G and 108. 
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Inclosure in No. 110. 

Board of Trade to Foreign Office. 

Sir, Board of Trade, May 15, 1889. 

WITH reference to previous correspondence on the subject of the Egyptian 
Lighthouse Administration, I am directed by the Board of Trade to request that you 
will state to the Marquis of Salisbury that they have received a communication from the 
Secretary of State for India, inquiring whether the debt on the Egyptian Red Sea 
Lighthouse Accounts has been extinguished, and will move his Lordship to be good 
enough to cause them to be favoured with information upon this point, and also with 
the Reports of the Egyptian Lighthouse and Outport Administration for the years 1887 
and 1888. 

The last Report received appears to be that for 1886, which accompanied your 
letter of the 21st April, 1887. 

I have &c 

(Signed) ’ C. CECIL TREVOR. 


No. 111. 

Sir E. Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received June 14.) 

(No. 23. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Cairo, June 7, 1889. 

IN reply to your Lordship’s despatch No. 19, Commercial, of the 17th ultimo, I 
have the honour to transmit herewith two copies of the Reports of the Egyptian Light¬ 
house Administration for the years 1887 and 1888. I have further the honour to 
inclose a Statement, showing the position of the accounts between the Lighthouse 
Administration and the Egyptian Government at the end of 1888, a Memorandum on 
the subject drawn up by Mr. Palmer in 1885, and a note which Blum Pasha has recently 
prepared at my request.* 

It will be seen from the inclosed Statement, that if the original cost of constructing 
the lighthouses be taken at £ E. 165,000, the debt has now;been rather more than 
extinguished. On the other hand, Blum Pasha points out that the original cost 
amounted in reality to more than double this sum, and he estimates that if this be taken 
into account, and if the average interest which the Government has had to pay during 
these years be taken at 15 per cent., the debt would at the present moment amount to 
£ E. 3,000,000. 

The figure at 10 per cent, at which the interest is taken is, of course, very much too 
high for the last few' years, but in the earlier portion of the period in question the 
Egyptian Government often had to borrow money at the rate of 30 per cent., and I 
think that the estimate of an average rate of 10 per cent, is the reverse of excessive. 

Lastly, I venture to point out, as I have already done on previous occasions, that 
the receipts from the Lighthouse Administration are constituted a part of the revenues 
of the Egyptian Government by the Budget of the London Convention of 1885, to 
which all the Powers, including Her Majesty’s Government, gave their assent. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) E. BARING. 


No. 112. 


Mr. Egerton to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received June 17.) 

(No. 138. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Paris, June 15, 1889. 

WITH reference to your Lordship’s Circular despatch of the 3rd ultimo, I have 
the honour to transmit herewith a copy of the note which I have received from the 
French Minister for Foreign Affairs, in reply to the communication of your Lordship’s 
note of the 27th April to Rustem Pasha, on the subject of the Red Sea lights, 
which was made to his Excellency by Lord Lytton, in obedience to your Lordship’s 
instructions. 

Noa. 

[758] 2 B 
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In view of the terms of M. Goblet’s note of the 9th November last (copy of which 
was inclosed in my despatch No. 379, Commercial, of the following day), M. Spuller 
expresses surprise at some of the declarations made by your Lordship to the Turkish 
Ambassador in the name of the Maritime Powers. 

In reply to a previous communication from Her Majesty’s Government, M. Goblet 
stated that the competent Departments of the French Government were not yet in a 
position to make a thorough examination of the questions which might arise from the 
proposed scheme and tariff, which, moreover, had not yet been communicated to them 
by the Ottoman Government. 

He declared, further, that, in the opinion of the Government of the Republic, the 
number and position of the lights which were to be established on the Turkish coasts 
of the Red Sea, and to the maintenance of which the Powers would contribute, could 
only be satisfactorily settled by an International Technical Commission. 

Her Majesty’s Government, however, took a different view of the expediency of 
such a Commission at the present moment, but they caused the French Government to 
be informed that further proposals on the part of Her Majesty’s Government would 
subsequently be made. 

The note of the 27th April, 1889, however, so far from mentioning the views of 
the French Government, contains, on the contrary, declarations made in some sort in 
the name of the Maritime Powers without the French Government having been invited 
to examine the effect of those declarations. 

In this position of affairs, M. Spuller begs me to direct the special attention of Her 
Majesty’s Government to the terms of M. Goblet’s above-mentioned communication of 
the 9th November, 1888,* and his Excellency concludes his note by making reservations 
in regard to the interpretation given, in the communication made to the Ottoman 
Government, to the actual views of the Government of the Republic upon this 
question. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWIN H. EGERTON. 


Inclosure in No. 112. 

M. Spuller to Mr. Egerton. 

M. le Ministre, Paris, le 13 Juin , 1889. 

SOUS la date du 4 Mai dernier, son Excellence M. le Comte de Lytton a bien 
voulu me transmettre, au nom du Gouyernement de Sa Majeste Britannique, le texte 
d’unc note que le Principal Secretaire d’Etat a adressee, le 27 Avril, a M. l’Ambassadeur 
de Turquie a Londres, relativement au projet d’eclairage de la Mer Rouge. 

Dans cette note, Lord Salisbury expose qucles feuxdont l’dtablissement est unanime- 
ment reconnu necessaire sont ceux que l’on propose de construire a Moka, a Abu 
Ail, a Zebair, et a Djebel Tier, ct que les Puissances sont disposees a subvenir h leur 
creation. 11 indique, d’autre part, que si, en dehors de son plan general ddclairage, 
M. Collas veut, presenter actuellement un projet contenant- les seuls phares qui scraient 
necessaires a la surete de la navigation dans la Mer Rouge, ainsi que lc devis des 
depenses de construction et d’entretien, le Gouvernement Anglais est pret h lc commu- 
niquer aux Puissances; si toutefois, ajoute-t-il, M. Collas decline cette proposition, 
il y a lieu de rappeler que les Puissances ne peuvent consentir a un ajournement indetini 
de la construction des phares necessaires it la navigation dans la Mer Rouge,, et dans cette 
eventualite, elles doivent chercher h obtenir par d’autres voies les feux reclames h cet 
effet. 

Le Principal Secretaire d’Etatue Sa Majeste Britannique a prid, en terminant, Rustem 
Pacha de donner connaissanee de cette communication au Gouvernement lure ct declare 
qu’elle resume les vues des Puissances Maritimes. 

En presence des termes dans lesquels etait con 9 ue la lettre que rnon prddecesscur 
a eu rhonneur de vous 6crire, le 9 Novembre dernier, au sujet de cette affaire, le Gouverne¬ 
ment de la Republique a pris connaissanee, avec une certaine surprise, de quelques-unes 
des declarations faites a l’Ambassadeur de Turquie par Lord Salisbury, au nom des 
Puissances Maritimes. 

En effet, le Gouvernement Britanniquc avait bien voulu fairc part le 23 Mars, 1888, 
au Gouvernement de la Republique, des objections que soulevaicnt de sa part les propo¬ 
sitions de la Turquie relatives a la mise a execution do la Concession accoruee a 
MM. Michel et Collas pour l’eclairage de la Mer Rouge. Le Cabinet de Londres 

• Inclosure in No. 97. 


exprimait, en metne temps, le desir de connaitre l’opinion du Gouvernement Fran^ais 
au sujet de ces propositions et de savoir notamment quels seraient les feux dont. le 
commerce maritime Francais rdclamerait l’installation et quelles taxes nous consentirions 
h laisser imposer a la navigation IranQaise de transit par le Canal de Suez pour l’dtablisse- 
ment et l’entretien de ces phares. 

Dans sa 1 dponse en date du p Novembre M. Goblet vous a infbrme que les Adminis¬ 
trations competentes consultees relativement a cette affaire, n’avaient pas etc en mesure 
de proceder encoie h une dtude approfondic des diverses questions que pourraient soulever 
le projet declairage et le tarif que le Gouvernement Ottoman n’avait pas, du rcste, 
communique jusqu’ici au Gouvernement Francais. 

Mon prddecesseur a fait ressortir, d’ailleurs, que dans la pensee du Gouvernement 
de la Republique, le nombve et la position des phares, qui devraient etre dtablis sur les 
c6tes Ottomanes de la Mer Rouge dans I’intbret de la sffrete de la navigation, et a 
1 ’entretien desquels les Puissances contribueraient ne pourraient etre arretes, d’une 
maniere satisfaisante, que par une Commission Internationale composee de Delegues 
Techniques des Puissances Maritimes. 

II rdsulte de la communication que son Excellence Lord Lytton adressa, le 
25 Novembre, a M. Goblet, qu’une certaine divergence de vues existait entre les 
Gouvernements Francais et Britannique quant h l’opportunite actuelle de la reunion 
de cette Commission; mais Lord Lytton indiquait en meme temps que le Gouverne¬ 
ment de la Reine comptait saisir ulteiieurcment les Gouvernements interesses d’autres 
propositions en vue de la solution de cette affaire. 

La note du 27 Avril, 1889, loin dc mentionner la manure de voir du Gouvernement 
de la Republique, contient, au contraire, des declarations faites, en quelque sorte, au nom 
des Puissances Maritimes, sans que le Gouvernement Francais ait ft 6 appeld a examiner 
la portde de ces declarations. Dans cette situation je ne puis, M. le Ministre, que vous 
prier de signaler a l’attention particulibre du Gouvernement de la Reine les termes de la 
communication precitee de mon predbeesseur en date du 9 Novembre, 18S8, et je crois 
devoir faire des rbserves quant a l’interpretation qui a 6t6 donnee des vues actuelles du 
Gouvernement de la Republique sur cette question dans la communication remise au 
Gouvernement Ottoman. 

Agrbez, &c. 

(Signb) E. SPULLER. 


No. 113. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Mr. Egerton. 

(No. G9. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, June 19, 1889. 

1 HAVE received your despatch No. 138, Commercial, of the loth instant, 
inclosing the reply of the French Government to the communication made to them of 
a copy of my note to Rustem Pasha of the 27th April on the subject of the Red Sea 
lights, in which M. Spuller takes exception to the statements made in my note to 
Rustem Pasha of the 27th April as to the views of all the Maritime Powers, and calls 
attention to M. Goblet’s note of the 9th November last. 

In that note his Excellency stated that the competent Departments of the French 
Government which had been consulted on the subject were not yet in a position to 
make a thorough examination of the different questions which might arise from the 
proposed scheme and tariff, which, however, had not been communicated to them by 
the Ottoman Government, and his Excellency expressed the opinion of the French 
Government, that the question of the number and position of the lights which should 
be established on the Turkish coasts of the Red Sea, and to the maintenance of which 
the international transit trade through the Red Sea would have to contribute, could only 
he satisfactorily settled by an International Technical Commission. 

I have to request you to express to the French Government the great regret of 
Her Majesty’s Government if they have gone beyond the wishes of the former in the 
communication made to the Turkish Ambassador, and that Rustem Pasha has now been 
informed of the views of the French Government, as stated in M. Goblet’s note of the 
9th November. 

You will state that Her Majesty’s Government will be glad if the French 
Government will consider the actual requirements of the case, and that if the latter 
Government are not satisfied that the requirements of trade would be adequately met by 
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additional lights on the sites indicated by Her Majesty’s Government, and concurred in 
by the Governments of the other Maritime Powers named in the accompanying Memo¬ 
randum,* Her Majesty’s Government will have no objection to refer the matter to a 
Technical Commission, as proposed by the Government of the Republic. 

It seemed, however, to Her Majesty’s Government, to be premature to do so until 
the Porte had agreed in principle to the proposal, that the Eastern transit trade should 
only be taxed for the lights useful to it, while it will now be seen that they are generally 
in accord with Her Majesty’s Government in their opinion of the sites on which 
additional lights are required. 

Her Majesty’s Government hope that the Departments of the French Government 
concerned will not differ from those of Her Majesty’s Government in regard to the 
choice of such sites, but that if they should do so in some particulars, Her Majesty’s 
Government may be able to concur in their views; in which case it might be practicable 
to obtain the concurrence of the other Powers interested, without incurring the delay of 
an inquiry by a Commission. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


P.S.—I inclose, for your own information, copy of a Report from the Board of 
Trade, stating their views respecting this question.* 


S. 


Annex. 

All the Governments named concur in principle that light dues should only be 
levied in respect of lights necessary for the through navigation of steamers. 

The following leave the selection of sites to the Maritime Powers chiefly 
interested:— 

Belgium. 

Denmark. 

Japan. 

Portugal. 

Roumania. 

Sweden-Nonvay. 

Greece abstains from giving an opinion because it is little interested, and because 
the dues stipulated for in the Convention of 1881 are exorbitant. 

The following concur in the sites deemed necessary by Her Majesty’s Govern¬ 
ment :— 

Austria-Hungary. 

Germany. 

Netherlands (which desires also to be informed of the opinion of the French 
Government). 

Russia. 

Spain. 

United States of America. 

Italy thinks that in addition lights are required on Wassaligat (Vassaliat) and Seil 
Makawar (Mikva). 

The United States, concurring in the proposals, desire that the light dues should 
cease at an early date. 


No. 114. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Rustem Pasha. 

M. l’Ambassadeur, Foreign Office, June 19, 1889. 

IN the note which I had the honour to address to your Excellency on the 27th 
April, I stated that the Maritime Powers unanimously recognized four additional lights 

• Not printed. 
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on the sites named as being sufficient for the requirements of the navigation through 
the Red Sea. 

I now beg leave to inform your Excellency, in pursuance of a recent communication 
from the French Government that requires some qualification, as the French Govern¬ 
ment, though agreeing with Her Majesty’s Government in the principle that the 
contribution of international commerce by the Red Sea route ought to be confined 
to the establishment of the lights necessary for the safety of the course generally 
followed by steam-ships, have not pronounced definitively upon the particular lights so 
required. 

Nevertheless, Her Majesty’s Government hope that the Ottoman Government is 
favourably considering the objections to the larger scheme of the Collas Concession, and 
will entertain the proposals made in the note referred to. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 115. 

Sir E. Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received June 24.) 

(No. 25. Commercial. Confidential.) 

(Extract.) Cairo, June 10, 1889. 

THE main fact of the situation in respect to the light dues is that in 1885 an 
Egyptian Budget was framed and sanctioned by the Powers, which gave a net revenue of 
some 60,0001. a-year to the Egyptian Treasury from light dues. I have constantly 
pointed this out before, and I have never heard anything which can at all invalidate the 
Egyptian case on this point. In dealing with the matter on the spot, the argument is 
one which it is quite impossible for me to ignore. Neither does the mere reiteration of 
opposition to the principle go far to help me in discussing the subject. Of course, if 
Her Majesty’s Government choose to insist, I can obtain the acceptance of this, or, in 
fact, of any other measure which Her Majesty’s Government may think fit to recommend 
to the notice of the Egyptian Government. But I am discussing this question on the 
supposition that Her Majesty’s Government are not prepared in connection with this 
subject to make any radical change in their Egyptian policy, and that I am merely to 
use such an amount of argument and persuasion as falls within the sphere of ordinary 
diplomatic action. 

The only practical way of settling the matter is to deal with it simultaneously with 
the Commercial Convention. 

I should, however, at once say that it will be quite impossible for me to obtain the 
full application of the principle, that the lighthouses should be self-supporting and 
nothing more. Neither do I think it at all probable that I shall be able to obtain a 
reduction to the extent of 40,000/. a-year. I shall be well satisfied if I obtain a reduc¬ 
tion of 30,0001. a-year, which is the figure mentioned in my telegram of the 26th April. 
I understand from the correspondence inclosed in your Lordship’s despatch No. 1 
of the 2nd January that this is the amount required for the construction of the new 
lighthouses. 


No. 116. 

Rustem Pasha to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received June 25.) 

M. le Marquis, Londres, le 25 Juin, 1889. 

J’AI I’honneur d’accuser reception de la note de votre Seigneurie du 19 Juin 
corn ant, qui a pour objet de m’informer que le Gouvernement Franfais ne s’est pas 
encore prononed sur I’emplacement ddfinitif des quatre phares que les Puissances Mari- 
times jugeraient utile d'dtablir dans la Mer Rouge, suivant la proposition contenue dans la 
note de votre Seigneurie du 29 Avril dernier. 

Je ne manquerai pas de porter cette nouvelle communication de votre Seigneurie a la 
connaissance du Gouvernement Imperial. 

J’ai, &c. 

(Signd) RUSTEM. 


2 C 
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No. 117. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White * 

(No. 7-. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, August 2, 1889. 

I TRANSMIT herewith, for your information, further correspondence, in print, 
relative to the questions of Red Sea lights and of the Egyptian light dues.f 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 118. 

Sir E, Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received November 11.) 

(No. 31. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Cairo, November 2, 1889. 

I HAVE the honour to inclose herewith the Commercial Convention, signed by 
the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Government of the Khedive and myself on the 
29th October last.J 

Your Lordship will see from the inclosed copy of Zulfikar Pasha’s note, that the 
Egyptian Government consent to a reduction of £ E. 40,000 in the light dues as soon 
as the new Tariff is applied to all the other Powers. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) E. BARING. 


Inclosure in No. 118. 

Zoulfikar Pasha to Sir E. Baring. 

M. Ie Ministre, Le Caire, le 29 Octobrc, 1889. 

EN vous remettant un des deux exernplaires de la Convention Coinmercialo que j’ai 
eu I’lionneur de signer *»vec vous, cn date de ce jour, je m’empresse de vous declarer 
que le Gouvernetnent de Son Altcssc consent a reduire de £ E. 40,000 les droits 
des phares, des que le tarif prevu par la dite Convention sera applique k toutes les 
Puissances. 

Veuillez, &c. 

(Signe) ZOULFIKAR. 


No. 119. 

Rustem Pasha to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received April 19.) 

M. le Marquis, Londres, le 18 Avril, 1890. 

EN me re'ferant k la correspoudauce prdeedemment echangec entre FAmbassade 
Imperiale et le Foreign Office relativement aux phaies de la Mer Rouge, je suis charge par 
la Sublime Porte d’informer votre Seigneurie que, pour repondre aux besoins de la naviga¬ 
tion dans cette mer, et satisfaire au desir manifesto par quclques-uues des Puissances Mari- 
times, le Gouvernernent Imperial a pris la decision de construire quatre phares k grande 
portee, qui seraient situee a Moka, Abou-Ail, Zebayr, et Djebell-Turr. 

Ces quatre localites sont celles ou l’etablissemcnt de phares serait le plus necessaire 
pour les besoins de la navigation dans la Mer Rouge, ainsi que le rcconnaissait le Gouverne- 
ment de Sa Majeste Britanni(}ue dans la note que votre Seigneurie nt’a lait Phonneur de 
m’adresser en date du 27 Avril de l’annte derniere. 

Le taiif des droits a pcrcevoir pour ces quatre feux sur le tonnage net des navires scrait 
de 4(i paras Ottomans pav tonneau de registre, avec reduction de moitie pour le tonnage 
excedant 800 tonneaux. 

* \lao to Mr. Clarke (No. 2G, Commercial), 
t No. . J See “Commercial No. (l c 90).’’ 
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, , outre, a fin de donner it la navigation la securite dont elle a besoin sur les cotes de 
1 l Empire depuis Eloudja (Sheun Wegh) jusqu’a Moka, il a paru utile au Gouvernernent 
Imperial declairer les points suivants:— 


Eloudja (Sheun Wegh), feu fixe .. 
Yainho, deux feux superposes 
Djeddah, ,. „ 

Comfidali, un feu de port 
lie C.imar in, un feu de port 
tlodcida, deux feux supei poses 
Moka, ,, ,, 


Milk"-. 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 


Les droits a paver pour ces sept auh os feux seraient egaux a coux qui sont percus 
dans la Mediterranec, cest-k-dire, iO paras a 1’entree et 10 paras a la sortie par tonneau 
de jauge. 

L’etablisscrnent de tons ces phares par MM. Collas et Michel, qui en auraient la 
Concession pour une pe'riode de quarante annees, est subordonm* a l’adoption prealable du 
tarif des droits a acquitter, a savoir :— 

1. Pour les navires franchissant le Detroit de Suez ou le Detroit d’Aden, soit pour 
traverser directement la Mer Rouge, soit pour so rend re dans un des ports de cette mer, 
40 paras Ottomans (1 piastre et 0 paras) par tonneau de jauge jusqu’k 800 tonneaux, et 
23 paras par tonneau au-dessous de 800 tonneaux. 

Ces droits, dus a 1’eritree et a la sortie de chacun des Detroits de Suez et d’Aden, 
quelle que soit la destination du tun iie, pourront ctre payds en monnaie Ottomane ou 
tout autre monnaie ayant cours, en prenant pour contre-valeur cn livres Turques la livre 
Egyptienne a, 20 fr., et la livie sterling a 25 fr. 

2. Pour les navires visitant les ports du littoral du Hcdjaz et du Yemen, 10 paras 
Ottomans par tonneau de jauge jusqu’k 800 tonneaux, et 5 paras par tonneau au-dessus 
de 800 tonneaux. Ces droits seront dus a l’enlree et a la sortie du port ou mouillera le 
navire. 

Je suis charge par inon Gouvernernent de recommander a l’obligeanto attention du 
Gouvernernent de Sa Majestd Britannique le projet en question, et de lui demander de 
vouloir bien donner son adhesion au Tarif des droits a acquitter. En vuc de tacilitcr au 
Gouvernernent de Sa Majeste Britanni(|ue l’examcn du projet, j’ai l’honneur de remettre 
ci-joint a votre Seigneurie un Memorandum renfermantquclques considerations sur 1’utilite 
des phares dont la cons!ruction est projetee, et les avantages qui cn resultcraient aussi 
bien pour les navires qui traversent la Mer Rouge que pour ceux qui auraient a faire escale 
dans les ports du littoral dc l’Arabic. 

J’ai, &c. 

(Signe) RUSTEM. 


Inclosure in No. 119. 

Memorandum. 

LES Puissances Maritimes ne peuvent faire qu’un accueil trks favorable au tarif si 
Kcluit propose pour les quatre feux a otablir a Moka, Abou Ail, Zebayr, et Djebell-Turr, 
attendu que l’eclairage nouveau entrainera des depenses considerables de construction, 
d’approvisionneinent, et d’entretien d’un bateau a vapour pour l’exercicc d’une surveillance 
ineessante. Cos depenses seront d’aufant plus grandes qu’il sera necessaire d’avoir sur 
place un double jeu d’appareils, pour purer aux avaries graves que pourrait occasionner un 
tremblement de terre toujours a craindre h cause de la nature volcanique des terrains des 
lies dc la Mer Rouge. 

Les Puissances doivent envisager aussi qu’en raison de l’eloignement de tout centre 
de production et de population, les feux a creel* nccessiteront un double personnel 
d’exploitatlon. 

Elies opposeront d’autant moins de difficultes a l’adoption du tarif propose que 
1’Administration des Phares Egyptians exige, depuis 1870, 2 piastres Egyptiennes, pour 
sept leux de moyenne portee, dont un rernonte ii peine a 1888, alors que pour un eclairage 
de phares de premier ordre ct tous scintillants ou tournants il n’est demand^ qu’une settle 
piastre et 6 paras Ottomans. 

Les grands navires allant deSuez dans l’Extremc-Onent et vice versa n’auront ainsi k 
payer qu’une pnstre 6 paras seulemeut pour les (jualre feux devant lesquels ils passeront et 
ces feux seront scintillants ou tournants et de ties grande portee. Si les circonstances de 
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la navigation ies y obligent, en cas de rel&che f'orcde, iis pourront aussi et sans augmenta¬ 
tion de droits, se servir de tous les feux de la cote. 

Les caboteurs paieront 10 paras a Pen tree et 10 paras a la sortie de cliaque port, soit 
80'paras ou 2 piastres, s’ils visitent quatre ports; il y a lieu de remarquer que le tonnage 
de ces caboteurs n’exc^dant jamais 800 tonneaux, ils n’ont a attendre de ce chef aucune 
reduction. L’avantage est done reserve aux batiments se livrant k la grande navigation; 
leurs armateurs ne peuvent, par consequent, soulever aucune objection contre le tarif 
propose. 

II importe aussi de faire remarquer que cinq nouveaux feux, dont trois de grande 
portae, seront incessamment allumes sur la ligne de Port-Said a Salonique; que la 
construction de ces feux a etc entreprise a la requete des Puissances, et sur les reclamations 
reiterees des Compagnics de Navigation les plus importantes, qui n’auront a subir aucune 
augmentation de droits; qu’un sixidme phare existe depuis quelques annees ; e’est celui de 
Gaodo, de 00 milles de portee, destine a faeiliter le passage de l’Afrique a la Crhte aux 
navires allant dans l’E\treme-0)ient ou cn venant; que les quatre derniers enfin (Moka, 
Abou-Ail, Zebayr, et Djebell Turr) seront de grande puissance, notamment, Moka et 
Djebell Turr, situes aux deux extrdmitds de la ligne, et dont le caractere tournant ou 
scintillant ne permettra aucun doute aux navigateurs. 

II existe encore une autre consideration qu’il s’agira de mettre en tr&s vive Iumiere, 
e’est celle des avantages pecuniaires qui, en dehors de la rapidite et de la securite de la 
navigation, resultcront de l’cclairage futur des phares dc la Mer Rouge. Cct eclairage aura 
pour consequence naturclle et immediate la diminution des primes d’assurances, et les 
armateurs realiseront dc ce chef une economic notamment superieure a la somme qu’ils 
auront k depenser pour droits de phares. 

Quant a l’eclairage des cOtes du Iledjaz et du Yemen, qui sera, d’ailleurs, d’une 
utilitd incontestable pour la grande navigation egalement en cas de rclachc forcee, il pourra 
4treobtenu moyennant 1’application du tarif de la Mediterran^e. 


No. 120. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Rustem Pasha. 

M. l’Ambassadeur, Foreign Office, April 19, 1820. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Excellency’s note of the 
18th instant, communicating to me the reply of the Porte to the proposals of Her 
Majesty’s Government respecting the completion of the lighting of the Ottoman waters 
of the Red Sea in connection with the Concession of MM. Michel and Collas, and I beg 
leave to inform you that the matter will receive immediate attention from the Depart¬ 
ment interested. 

T hnvo fko 

(Signed) S SALISBURY. 


No. 121. 

The Ottoman Minister at the Plague to M. Hart sen.—(Communicated to the Marquis of 
Salisbury by Baron Gevcrs, May 6.) 

M. le Ministre, La Haye , le 24 Avril, 1890. 

POUR repondre aux besoins de la navigation dans la Mer Rouge et satisfaire 
au ddsir manifesto par quelques Puissances Maritimes le Gouvernement Imperial a 
decide de construire quatre feux a grande portee k Moka, Abou-Ail, Zebayr, et Djebell 
Turr. 

Le tarif des droits a percevoir pour ces quatre feux sur le tonnage net des navires 
serait de 46 paras Ottomans par tonneau de registre, avec reduction de moitid pour le 
tonnage exeddant 800 tonneaux. 

Afin de donner en outre a la navigation la sdcuritd dont elle a besoin sur les cotes de 
l’Empive depuis Eloudju (Shenn Weg’h) jusqu’il Moka, il parait utile h/ la Sublime Porte 
d’dclairer les points suivants:— 
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Eloudja (Shenn Weg’h), feu fixe ,, M ## ## ^ Iq S * 

Yambo, deux feux superposes .. * ** ** 1A 

Djeddah, „ .. ;; ;; .J 

Confidah, un feu de port .. .. t( ’’ ** " 10 

lie Caraaran, un feu dc port .. ” [ [ ** ** ** 10 

Hodeida, deux feux superposes .. .. . * * * * ’ ' * 

Moka > »» » •• •• .. .. .. .. 10 

{‘ eS ,jM^ S ^ P a y er pour ces sept autres feux seraient egaux a ceux qui sont percus 
dans la Meditet ranee, cest-a-dire, 10 paras k Pcntree et 10 paras h la sortie par tonneau 
de jauge. r 

L etablissement dc tous ccs phares par MM. Collas et Michel, qui en auraient la 
Concession pour une duree de quarante ans, etant, subordonne k l’adoption prealable 
d un tarif. 

, ^ en soumettant ce qui precede h votre haute appreciation, M. le Ministre, que je 

viens, doidre de mon Gouvernement, vous prier d’obtenir l’adhesion du Gouvernement 
Neerlandais au paiement des droits indiques, a savoir :— 

1. Pour les navires franchissant le Detroit de Suez ou le Detroit d’Aden, soit pour 
traverser directement la Mer Rouge, soit pour se rendre dans un des ports de eette mer, 
46 paras Ottomans par tonneau de jauge jusqu’a 800 tonneaux, et 23 paras par tonneau 
au-dessus de 800 tonneaux. Ces droits, dus h l’entrdc et a la sortie de chacun des 
ddtroits de Suez et d’Aden quelle que soit la destination du navii’e, pourront htre payes en 
monnaie Ottomane ou toute autre ayant cours, en prenant pour contre-valeur du livre 
Turque, la livre Egyptienne k 26 fr., et la livre sterling k 25 ft., et 

2. Pour les navires visitant les ports au littoral du Hcdjaz et du Yemen, 10 paras 
Ottomans par tonneau dc jauge jusqu’h 800 tonneaux, et 5 paras par tonneau au-dessus 
de 800 tonneaux. 

Veuillez, &c. 

(Signd) Pr. KARADJA. 


Inclosure in No. 121. 


Note from the Netherland Government. 

LES Puissances Maritimes ne peuvent faire qu’un accueil tr&s favorable au tarif si 
rdduit propose pour les quatre feux a dtablir h Moka, Abou-Ail, Zebayr, et Djebeil Turr, 
attendu que l’dclairage nouveau entrainera des depenses considerables de construction, 
d’approvisionnement et d’entreticn d’un bateau a vapeur pour l’excrcice d’une surveillance 
incessante. Ces depenses seront d’autant plus grandes qu’il sera necessaire d’avoir, sur 
place, un double jeu d’appareils, pour parer aux avaries graves que pourrait occasionner un 
tremblement de terre toujours a craindrc a cause de la nature volcanique des terrains des 
lies de la Mer Rouge. 

Les Puissances doivent envisager aussi qu’en raison de Peloignement de tout centre 
de production et de population les feux a creer necessiteront un double personnel d’exploi- 
tation. 

Elies opposeront d’autant moins de difbcultes h l’adoption du tarif propose que 
l’Administration des Phares Egyptiens exige, depuis 1870, 2 piastres Egyptiennes, pour 
sept feux de moyenne portee, dont un remonte a peine a 1888, alors que pour un Eclairage 
de phares de premier ordre et tous scintillants ou tournants il n’est demande qu’une seule 
piastre et six paras Ottomans. 

Les grands navires allant de Suez dans l’Extr&mc-Orient et vice versa n’auront ainsi 
k payer qu’une piastre [sic] seulement pour les quatre teux devant lesquels ils passeront et 
ces feux seront scintillants ou tournants et de tr&s grande portee. Si les circonstances de 
la navigation les y obligent, en cas de rel&ehe forcee, ils pourront aussi et sans augmenta¬ 
tion de droits, se servir de tous les feux de la cbte. 

Les caboteurs paieront 10 paras & l’entr^e et 10 paras k la sortie de chaque port, soit 
80 paras ou 2 piastres, s’ils visitent quatre ports ; il y a lieu de remarquer que le tonnage 
de ces caboteurs n’excedant jamais 800 tonneaux, ils n’ont k attendre de ce chef aucune 
reduction. 

L’avantage est done reserve aux batiments se livrant a la grande navigation; leurs 
armateurs ne peuvent, par consequent, soulever aucune objection contre le tarif proposA 

Ii importe aussi de faire remarquer que cinq nouveaux feux dont trois de grande 
portee seront incessamment allumds sur la ligne de Fort-Said k Salonique; que la 
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construe! ion de ces feux a ete cnireprise h la lvquete des Puissances et sur les reclamations 
reit^rdes des Compagnies de Navigation les plus importantes qui n’auront k subir aucune 
augmentation de droits; qu’un sixidme phare existe depuis quelques anndes ; e’est celui de 
Gardo, de 30 tnilles de portee, dcstind a facilitev lc passage de l’Afrique i\ la Cr&te aux 
navires allant dans l’Extreme-Orient ou en venant; que les quatre derniers enfin (Moka, 
Abou-Ail, Zebayr, et Djebell Turr) seront de grande puissance, notamment Moka et Djebell 
Turr situds aux deux extremites de la ligne et dont le caractdre tournant ou scintillant ne 
perniettra aucun doute aux navigateurs. 

II existe encore une autre consideration qu’il s’agira de mettre en tr&s vive lumidre, 
e’est celle des avantages pecuniuires qui, en dehors de la rapidite et de la sdcurite de la 
navigation, rdsulteront de l’eclairage futur des phares de la Mer Rouge. Cet eelairage aura 
pour consequence naturelle et immediate la diminution des primes d’assurances et les 
armateurs realiseront de ce chef une economic notablement superieurc a la somme qu’ils 
auront k ddpenser pour droits de phares. 

Quant a l’eclairage des c6tes du Hedjaz et du Yemen, qui sera, d’ailleurs, d’une 
utility incontestable pour la grande navigation dgalement en cas de rel&che forede, il 
pourra etre obtenu moyennant 1’application du tarif de la Mediterranee. 


No. 122, 

Count Hatzfeldt to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received May 6.) 
(Translation.) 

My Lord, German Embassy, May 1, 1890. 

THE Turkish Government have the intention of introducing a reduction of the 
dues for the use of the lighthouses of Mocha, Abou Ail, Zebahr, and Djebel Turr, and 
express the hope that the tariff fixed in consequence of this measure will meet with the 
approval of the naval Powers concerned. Before taking any further steps in the matter, 
the Imperial Government would be glad to know the position which Her Britannic 
Majesty’s Government intend to take up in this matter. 

Assuming that Her Majesty’s Government have received a similar communication 
from the Turkish Government, I have the honour to ask your Lordship to let me have a 
communication on the subject. 

I take this opportunity to recall to the recollection of your Lordship the contents of 
a note from Count Leyden of the 3rd October, 1888, on the same subject. 

T hnvp Rro 

(Signed) ’ v. HATZFELDT. 


No. 123. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Rustem Pasha. 

M. l’Ambassadeur, Foreign Office , May 16, 1890. 

WITH reference to my note of the 19th ultimo, I have now the honour to 
acquaint your Excellency with the views of Her Majesty’s Government in regard to the 
erection of certain lights in the Red Sea which formed the subject of your note of the 
18th ultimo. 

Her Majesty’s Government observe with much satisfaction that the Porte is willing 
to proceed with the construction of the four lighthouses which are generally conceded to 
be absolutely necessary for the safety of navigation, viz., those in the vicinity of Mocha, 
Ahou Ail, Zehayer, and Jebel Tur, without reference to the other localities comprised in 
M. Collas’ Concession. The separation of these four sites from the other and less 
important categories marks a distinct progress in the negotiations, and leads Her Majesty’s 
Government to hope that the time is approaching when a settlement of the long-pending 
difficulties which have surrounded this question may be arrived at. 

There are, however, certain subsidiary points to which Her Majesty’s Government 
attach great importance, and which I have to request your Excellency to be good enough 
to bring to the notice of the Sublime Porte. 

The last proposal is coupled with a condition that a Concession for the erection and 
maintenance of the four lights referred to shall be granted to Messrs. Collas and Michel 
for a period of forty years, and that the tariff proposed should he adopted for the whole 
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of that period. No provision is made for a reduction in the event of the revenue derived 
proving to be in excess of what is required, or in the event of the original outlay beino- 
paid off before the expiration of forty years. ' ‘ ’ * ” 

Her Majesty’s Government would, moreover, be very reluctant to assent to any 
arrangement which excludes the publication of periodical accounts, by means of which 
alone the cquitability, or otherwise, of the dues levied can be gauged. 

Before, therefore, they can notify their assent to the last proposal, or recommend it 
to the favourable consideration of other Powers concerned, they would wish to receive a 
definite assurance from the Porte that provision will be made for the revision, at intervals 
of three or five years, of the tariff, and that yearly accounts should be published for the 
information of the countries whose trade is taxed, as is already done by Egypt in 
connection with the lights in the northern part of the Red Sea, and by Great Britain in 
connection with lights in the Indian Ocean and on the south coast of Ceylon. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 124. 

Memorandum communicated to the Marquis of Salisbury by Baron Wedel, May 20, 1890. 

AU mois de Mars de I’annee 1888 le Chargd d’Affaires de Sa Majeste Britannique k 
Stockholm eommuniquait au Ministre des Affaires Btrangeres une Circulaire qu’il venait 
de recevoir de Lord Salisbury au sujet d’une Concession que le Gouvernement Ottoman 
se proposait de faire it MM. Collas et Michel pour l’drection de divers phares sur les 
edtes dc la Mer Rouge. En meme temps Mr. Napier, en faisant savoir que le Gouverne¬ 
ment de Sa Majeste Britannique ne croyait pas pouvoir accepter la proposition faite par 
le Gouvernement Ottoman, demandait l’avis da Gouvernement du Roi au sujet de la 
proposition en question. An mois de Novcmbre de la meme annee le Ministre des 
Affaires Btrangcres informait la Legation de Sa Majeste Britannique a Stockholm qu’aux 
yeux du Gouvernement du Roi 1’opposition faite par le Gouvernement Britannique a la 
Concession projetee paraissait bien fondee, et que le Gouvernement du Roi, persuade que 
ses interdts etaient absolmnent identiques en cette manidre avec ceux du Gouvernement 
Britannique, se ralliait entitlement aux vucs cxposces par Lord Salisbury. 

D’aprds ce que Sir Francis Plunkett a bien voulu depuis faire savoir au Ministre des 
Affaires Etrangdres, Lord Salisbury, par une note du 27 Avril de l’annc'e clernidre, faisait 
part a l’Ambassadeur de Turquie a Londres des objections qui avaient etd faites k la 
Concession en question, et declarait en mdme temps que les Puissances Maritimes 
regardaient ndeessaire l’drection de quatre phares, a savoir: Mocha Shoal, Abou Ail, 
Zebair, et Jebel Tier; mais qu’ellcs ne pouvaient pas admettre que leurs navires fussent 
taxds pour l’erection et le maintien de phares d’autres que ceux ndeessaires a la sdcuritd de 
la navigation. 

Par une note en date du 26 Avril dernier le Ministre de Turquie a Stockholm a 
maintenant informe le Ministre des Affaires Btrangeres que le Gouvernement Ottoman se 
propose de construire, en outre des quatre feux considers ndeessaires par les Puissances, 
sept feux sur sept autres points sur la c6te depuis Eloudja jusqu’it Mocha. L’dtablissement 
de tous ces phares par MM. Collas et Michel, qui en auraient la Concession pour une 
durde de quarante anndes, etant cependant subordonnd k l’adoption prealable d’un tarif 
pour les droits de phares k relever sur la navigation, le dit Ministre de Turquie a demandd 
en meme temps l’adhdsion du Gouvernement du Roi au payement des droits suivants, & 
savoir: pour les navires franchissant le Ddtroit de Suez ou le Detroit d’Aden, soit pour 
traverser directement la Mer Rouge, soit pour se rendre dans un des ports de cette mer, 
46 paras Ottomans par tonneau de jauge jusqu’it 800 tonneaux et 23 paras par tonneau 
au-dessus de 800 tonneaux, ainsi que pour les navires visitant les ports du Hedjaz et du 
Yemen 10 paras Ottomans par tonneau de jauge jusqu’a 800 tonneaux et 5 paras par 
tonneau au-dessus de 800 tonneaux. 

Comme le Gouvernement du Roi s’est rallie k l’opposition faite par le Gouvernement 
de Sa Majestd Britannique k la Concession proposde en 1888 par le Gouvernement 
Ottoman, il ddsirerait, avant de repondre it la note du Ministre de Turquie, connaitre 
l’opinion du Gouvernement Anglais au sujet de cette nouvelle proposition Turque, et it cet 
eftet le Charge d’Affaires de Suede et Norvdge a re^u I’ordre de demander si, de la part du 












Gouvernement do Sa Majesty Britannique, des objections seront faites a V&octioii 
des phares en question et au tarif des droits de phares proposes par le Gouvernement 
Ottoman. 

Londres, le 20 Mai, 1890. 


No. 125. 

Circular addressed to Her Majesty’s Representatives abroad. 

(Commercial.) 

My Lor , Foreign Office, May 20, 1890. 

WITH reference to my Circular despatch of the 3rd May, 1889 I transmit herewith 
copies of further correspondence, as marked in the margin,* respecting the erection of 

certain hjits ® ^ cn0 J Ig | 1 to communicate a copy of each of these notes to the 
Government to which you arc accredited. ^ ^ ^ 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 126. 

Rustem Pasha to the Marquis of Salisbury.— {Received May 22.) 

M . Londres, le 21 Mai, 1890. 

M * rTn’honneur d’accuser reception de la note de votre Scigneurie du 16 de ce mois, 
• est destinee a me f'aire connaitre les vues du Gouvernement de Sa Majeste Britan- 
Tque en ce qui touche la dernidre proposition du Gouvernement Imperial pour la con- 

StUCt Je%lis P lrfempro'ir a d^souSe a mou Gouvernement les observations contenues 
,1ms cette note; ft jc mo reserve, aussitht quo scs instructions me seront parvenues.de 
me mettre de nouveau en communication avee votre Seigneur,c it ee siqct.^ 

(Signe) ’ RUSTEM. 


No. 127. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Count Hatzfeldt. 

, Foreign Office, May 22, 1890. 

M - P w?TH reference to your Excellency's inquiry of the 1st instant, I have the honour 
Willi rcterence .J * ce note d in the margin,* winch will place your 

ifvceUency^in possession of the prosent position of the question ofE the erection by Turkey 
of certan/neccssary lights in the southern extremity oi the lied Sea. ^ 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 128. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Baron H edel. 
rv, / i»aw ’ Foreign Office, May 24, 1890. 

“• IZ - - 

S°y™Tn’poSr"f the present position of the question of erecting four necessary 
lights in the southern extremity ot the Red Sea. 

• Nos. 119 and 123. 


105 


I may add that copies of this correspondence have already been sent to Her 
Majesty’s Minister at Stockholm, with instructions to communicate them to the Govern¬ 
ments of Sweden and Norway. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 

No. 129. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Count de Bylandt. 

M. le Ministre, Foreign Office, May 30, 1890. 

WITH reference to an inquiry recently made at this Office, I transmit herewith, for 
your information, copies of recent correspondence, as marked in the margin,* respecting 
the erection of certain needed lights in the Red Sea. 

Copies of this correspondence have also been forwarded to Her Majesty’s Minister 
at the Hague for communication to the Netherlands Government. 

T Tiqva 

(Signed) ’ SALISBURY. 


No. 130. 

The Marquis of Dufferin to the Marquis of Salisbury.—{Received June 9.) 

(No. 76. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Rome, June 4, 1890. 

I HAVE the honour to inform your Lordship that, in accordance with the instruc¬ 
tions conveyed to me in your Lordship’s Commercial Circular of the 20th ultimo on 
the subject of the erection of certain lights in the Red Sea, I communicated to Signor 
Crispi copies of the correspondence therein inclosed. 

I have now the honour to inclose translation of his Excellency’s reply, from which 
your Lordship will perceive that the Turkish Embassy at Rome had already addressed 
the Italian Foreign Office on the subject, and that Signor Crispi was on the point of 
inquiring your Lordship’s views. , , , , 

In acknowledging receipt of my communication, Signor Crispi has requested to be 
informed in due course of the nature of the Porte’s reply to your Lordship’s letter to the 
Turkish Ambassador of the 16th ultimo, and also to be acquainted with the final decision 
of Her Majesty’s Government in the matter. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) DUFFERIN and AYA. 


Inclosure in No. 130. 

M. Damiani to the Marquis of Dufferin. 

M^l’Ambassadeur, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Rome, June 3, 1890. 

I HAVE the honour to thank your Excellency for your courteous communication ot 
the correspondence between the Marquis of Salisbury and the Turkish Ambassador in 
London respecting the erection of new lighthouses in the Red Sea which your Excellency 
was so good as to convey to me in your note of the 25th ultimo. 

A note similar to that of Rustem Pasha had already been addressed to me by the 
Turkish Ambassador in Rome, requesting the consent of the Italian Government to the 
new tariff which the Porte is anxious to establish in return for the service ot new 
lights, and I was already preparing to ask the British Government its opinion on the 
question when your Excellency’s above-mentioned note furnished me with the required 

information. ,. , ,, .. , . 

It appears from the documents which your Excellency was so good as to com¬ 

municate that the British Government is disposed to approve the tariff m question on 
condition that it be revised every three or five years, and that accounts of the receipts be 
published annually. 


[ 758 ] 


• Nos. 119 and 193. 
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I should be very grateful if your Excellency would kindly inform me what reply 
is given by the Porte to Lord Salisbury, and of the final decision of Her Majesty’s 
Government. 

While thanking your Excellency in anticipation, I renew, &c. 

(Signed) DAMIANI. 


No. 131. 

Memorandum by Count Tornielli.—(Received June 12, 1890.) 

LE Cabinet de Londres a sans doute connaissance du projet du Gouvernement 
Ottoman d’dtablir quatre nouveaux phares visibles 4 grande distance: Moka, Abou-Ail, 
Zebavr, et Djebell Turr. II aurait dgalement ddcidd d’en etablir quelques-uns d’ordre 
secondaire entre Eloudja (Shenn Weg’h) jusqu’4 Moka. 

Quant aux premiers quatre phares on aurait le droit de percevoir sur le tonnage 
net des navires traversant la Mer Rouge 46 paras Turcs pour chaque tonne. Ce droit 
serait rdduit de la moitid pour les navires excedant 800 tonnes. 

Quant aux phares a etablir entre Eloudja et Moka, les droits 4 percevoir seraient 
les memes que ceux actuellement percus dans la Mdditerrande, 4 savoir, 10 paras pour 
chaque tonne 4 l’entrde, et 10 paras a la sortie. 

Le projet dont il s’agit serait soumis a 1’approbation prdalable des Puissances au tarif 
suivant:— 

1. Les navires passant par le Canal de Suez ou le Detroit d’Aden pour traverser 
directement la Mer Rouge ou pour mouiller dans I’un de ses ports, payeraient 46 paras 
Turcs par tonne, jusqu’a 800 tonnes. Les navires excddant le tonnage indiqud payeraient 
au lieu 23 paras par tonne. Ces droits seraient payds en monnaie Turque, ou en une 
autre monnaie quelconque ayant cours ldgal. La livre Turque serait dvalude 4 26 fr., la 
livre sterling 4 25 fr. 

2. Les navires touchant les ports situds sur le littoral du Hedjaz et au Ydmen 
payeraient 10 paras par tonne jusqu’a 800 tonnes. Les navires excddant ce tonnage 
payeraient 5 paras. Les taxes seraient pay des h l’entrde du navire dans un port, et 4 
sa sortie. 

Le Gouvernement Italien, avant d’emettre son opinion au sujet du projet dont il 
s’agit, desire connaitre l’avis du Gouvernement Anglais et l’accueil qu’il se propose de 
faire a la proposition du Gouvernement Ottoman. 


No. 132. 

Foreign Office to Count Tornielli. 

My dear Ambassador, Foreign Office, June 12, 1890. 

I INCLOSE a copy of the correspondence which has passed respecting lighthouses 
to the south of the Red Sea.* It has been already forwarded to Lord Dufferin for com¬ 
munication to the Italian Government. 

Yours, &c. 

(Signed) P. CURRIE. 


No. 133. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to the Marquis of Dufferin. 

(No. 46. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, June 13, 1890. 

IN reply to the note from the Italian Government, copy of which is inclosed in 
your Excellency’s despatch No. 76, Commercial, of the 4th instant, I have to state that 
the reply of the Porte to my note of the 16th ultimo has not yet been received. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


• Nos. 119 and 123. 
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No. 134. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to the Marquis of Dufferin. 

(Commercial.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, July 4, 1890, 3*20 p.m. 

RED SEA lights. 

Have Italian Government established Protectorate over whole Somali Coast, 
including Guardafui, and given the Congo notice ? 


No. 13 5. 

The Marquis of Dufferin to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received July 6 , 10*30 P.M.) 

(Telegraphic.) Rome, July 6, 1890. 

YOUR telegram of 4th instant. 

Italian Government state that they have established Protectorate over the whole 
Somali Coast, including Guardafui, and have given the requisite notice. 

They have concluded an arrangement with the Sultan of the Mijjerteyns for the 
erection of a light at Guardafui. 


No. 136. 


Mr. Portal to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received July 15, 5 P.M.) 


Cairo, July 15, 1890, 3*50 P.M. 


(No. 96.) 

(Telegraphic.) 

YOUR telegram No. 74, Secret, of yesterday. 

Riaz Pasha would be extremely unwilling to give 50,000/. out of conversion 
economies to lighthouses. He says it would cause the greatest discontent not to devote 
them to reduction of burdens of Egyptian people. But Lighthouse Administration has 
in itself an annual surplus of about 60,000/., and Riaz Pasha promises at once to 
examine possibility of applying some of this to lighthouses, of finding other means 
of doing what your Lordship wants; but he will not hear of 50,000/., but only of 
40,000/., as promised by Egyptian Government’s note to Sir E. Baring of 29th October 
last. 

See Sir E. Baring’s No. 31, Commercial, of 2nd November. 

In reply to your question about disposal of economies, Egyptian Government still 
adhere to programme set forth in Sir E. Baring’s telegram No. 82 of 11th June, which 
was afterwards embodied in a note presented to French Minister for Foreign Affairs by 
the Egyptian Delegates. It would, of course, be better still if Egyptian Government 
could be given a free hand, and be allowed to devote part of the money generally to 
reduction of taxation, without pledging itself to particular items. 


No. 137. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Rustem Pasha. 

M. l’Ambassadeur, „ „ f '""HP °$ ce - J . ul V 2S - 1880 - 

I SHOULD be glad to receive, at your Excellency’s early convenience, a reply to 
the note which I had the honour to address to you on the 16th May last respecting the 
erection of certain necessary lights in the southern extremity of the Red Sea. 

1 have, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 
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No. 188. 

Foreign Office to Count Tornielli. 

My dear Ambassador, Foreign Office, July 26, 1890. 

WE have received intelligence from Rome that it is the intention of the Italian 
Government to place a light at Cape Guardafui. On this information being communi¬ 
cated to the Board of Trade, who are our technical experts on the subject of lights 
generally, and who at one time had under consideration a similar project, that Depart¬ 
ment expressed their willingness to place at the disposal of your Government the 
extensive information in their possession, which might be of assistance in the erection of 
the above-mentioned light. Sir Henry Calcraft, the Secretary of the Board, will receive 
with pleasure any gentleman who may be deputed by your Excellency to discuss the 
matter with him, should you be disposed to take advantage of the offer made by the 
Board. 

Yours, &c. 

(Signed) JAMES FERGUSSON. 


No. 139. 

Rustem Pasha to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received July 28.) 

M. le Ministre, Londres, le 26 Juillet, 1890. 

J’AI l’honneur d’accuser reception de la lettre de votre Seigneurie du 23 Juillet 
courant, qui exprime le desir de recevoir aussitbt que possible la repouse du Gouverne- 
ment Imperial a une note prdcedente de votre Seigneurie portant la date du 16 Mai 
dernier, et relative a l’affaire des phares de la Mer Rouge. 

Je me suis empresse de porter h la connaissance de mon Gouvernement le voeu 
manifesto par votre Seigneurie et de la prior de me mettre aussitot que cela lui sera 
possible en mesure d’y repondre. 

J’ai, &c. 

(Signd) RUSTEM. 


No. 140. 

Sir E. Baring to Foreign Office.—(Received August 19.) 

Corrour Lodge, Kinloch Rannoch, N.B., 
My dear Sir James, August 17, 1890. 

I SHOULD say that much the quickest and best way of getting the lights put up 
would be for the English Government to do the work, rather than to ask the Egyptian 
Government to do it. 1 understand that they all lie south of Ras Kasar, which is 
practically the southern limit of the Egyptian sphere of influence. 

If the Porte or the Italians raise any difficulties, it will, I think, be easier to deal 
with them direct ourselves rather than through the Egyptians. 

Very sincerely yours, 

(Signed) EVELYN BARING. 


No. 141. 

Note Verbale communicated by German Embassy, September 4, 1890. 

HAS there been any further correspondence between the British and the Turkish 
Government on the question of the erection by Turkey of certain necessary lights in the 
southern extremity of the Red Sea later than Lord Salisbury’s note to Rustem Pasha 
of the 16th May, 1890; or has the position of the question otherwise changed since 
jthen ? 

September 4, 1890. 
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No. 142. 

Foreign Office to Count Metternich. 

Deal Count Metternich, Foreign Office, September 5, 1890. 

YOU left with me yesterday a note verbale inquiring whether there had been any 
further correspondence between the British and Turkish O overnments on the question of 
the erection by Turkey of certain lights in the lower part of the Red Sea since the date 
of Lord Salisbury s note to Rustem Pasha of the 16th May last, or whether the position 
has otherwise changed since then. 

I find that no answer has yet been received to that note. On the 23rd July, Lord 
Salisbury informed Rustem Pasha that he should be glad to receive an answer at his 
early convenience. 

Ilis Excellency replied that he had communicated Lord Salisbury’s wish to the 
Ottoman Government, and the question remains in the same position. 

1 "have, Ac. 

(Signed) T. H. SANDERSON. 


No. 143. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Count Tornielli. 

M. l’Ambassadeur, Foreign Office, October 15, 1890. 

WITH reference to your inquiries at this Office on the 3rd instant, I have the 
honour to acquaint you that all the information in the possession of the Board of Trade 
with regard to the proposed light at Cape Guardafui will gladly be placed at the disposal 
of any one whom your Excellency may think well to depute to attend the Harbour 
Department of that Office for the purpose in question. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 144. 

Count. Tornielli to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received October 22.) 
(Translation.) 

My Lord, London, October 17, 1890. 

THE verbal communication which I had the honour to make at the Foreign Office 
on the 3rd instant, and to which your Excellency’s note of the loth instant is a reply, 
relating to the wish of my Government to examine the technical information collected 
by the Board of Trade in relation to the construction of a lighthouse at Cape Guardafui, 
was not quite understood. My Government did not wish to depute any one to examine 
that information at the Office where it is kept. It would in that case be necessary to 
send some one specially to London who is conversant with the subject if any useful result 
was to follow'. 

The request which I had the honour to make was that the information might be 
communicated to me, and 1 would have sent it on to my Government on condition of its 
being returned, if such a course were desired by the British Administration. 

I have the honour to inquire whether a favourable answer can be given to this 
request. 

Accept, Ac. 

(Signed) G. TORNIELLI. 


No. 145. 

Rustem Pasha to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received October 2 3.) 

M. le Marquis, Londres, le 22 Oclobre, 1890 

JE n’ai pas manque de communique;' en son temps a la Sublime Porte le texte de la 
note que votre Seigneurie m’a fait l’lionncur de m’adrcsser le 16 Mai de cette annee 
[7581 :l F 
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relativement aux phares que le Gouveruemenfc Imperial a le projet de construire sur les 
c6tes et h. I’extr6mit6 meridionale de la Mer Rouge. 

Les observations suggdrees au Gouvernement de Sa Majeste Britannique par le 
projet que j’ai eu l’honneur de eommuniquer en dernier lieu a votre Seigneurie ont 6t6 
examinees par le Gouvernement Imperial; et, dans le but de repondre autant que cela 
lui parait possible au ddsir manifesto par le Gouvernement Anglais, la Sublime Porte a 
arr6t6 les propositions suivantes, que je suis charge de porter a la connaissance de votre 
Seigneurie. 

Le Gouvernement de Sa Majeste Britannique reconnaitrait d’une manure absolue 
la Concession donn^e pour une periode de quarante ans, et le droit du Gouvernement 
Imperial d’administrer directement les pbares de l’Empire ou de les faire administrer par 
des tiers. 

Le Gouvernement Imperial accepte de eommuniquer, apres une periode de vingt 
ans, le compte des recettes et des ddpenses des phares. 

Le Gouvernement Imperial accepte, apres une periode de vingt ans, la revision du 
tarif propose, et la reduction de ce tarif si l’examen des comptes parait de nature h 
justifier une diminution. 

La Sublime Porte aime a espdrer que ces propositions seront considdrees par le 
Gouvernement de Sa Majestd Britannique comme equitables et qu’elles l’induiront h 
accepter dans son ensemble le projet qui a etd pr^sente a son adhesion. 

J’ai, &c. 

(Sign6) RUSTEM. 


No. 146. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Count Tornielli. 

M. l’Ambassadeur, Foreign Office , November 10, 1890. 

I LOST no time in communicating to the Board of Trade the note which you did 
me the honour to address to me on the 17th ultimo, requesting that the documents 
containing the technical information in the possession of the Board relative to the 
question of the erection of a light at Guardafui might be communicated to you for trans¬ 
mission to Rome. 

I have now the honour to state to your Excellency that the Board inform me that 
the Minute of which they furnished your Excellency with a copy in August last contained 
all the prominent features of the case. 

If, however, further details are required, the Board would suggest, as a preferable 
course to that proposed by your Excellency, that some responsible officer should be 
deputed by the Italian Government to proceed to this country, and examine, at the Office 
of the Board, the documents which bear upon the past history of the question. 

The Board make this suggestion because the documents relating to the matter are 
far too voluminous to admit of being removed from the Department, and if extracts are 
made and fora arded to your Excellency, it may be found that the precise point on which 
further information is desired by the Italian Government has been omitted. 

The Board of Trade further observe that if by “ technical information ” your Excel¬ 
lency means engineering details, they do not possess any such information. 

T hnvp 

(Signed) ’ SALISBURY. 


No. 147. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to the Marquis of Dufferin. 

(No. 3. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, January 7> 1891. 

ON the 6th July last your Excellency apprised me, by telegram, that the Italian 
Government had concluded an arrangement with the Sultan of the Mijjerteyns for the 
erection of a light at Guardafui. 

Your Excellency is no doubt aware that for many years past representations have 
been made by persons interested in shipping to and from the East with a view either to 
obtaining a reduction of the existing dues, or of securing in lieu thereof a more 
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adequate service in the southern extremity of the Red Sea and in the vicinity of Cape 
Guardafui. 

The Egyptian Government have entered into an arrangement with that of Her 
Majesty, under which, when the new Egyptian Tariff conies into force with all the 
Powers, they will reduce the existing dues so as to lighten the present burthen on 
shipping by the sum of £ E. 40,000 annually. It may, however, be convenient to 
maintain the existing scale of charges, in order to provide a sum sufficient for the 
erection and maintenance of lights both in the south of the Red Sea and also at Cape 
Guardafui. 

With regard to the new Red Sea lights, Her Majesty’s Government are at present 
in communication with the Porte with the view to remove, if possible, certain difficulties 
which still remain in connection with the Concession granted to M. Collas in 1881. This 
correspondence will shortly be forwarded to your Excellency for communication to the 
Italian Government. 

Her Majesty’s Government would, however, be prepared, at the proper time, to suggest 
to the Egyptian authorities the propriety of allotting a certain portion of the surplus 
accruing from light dues, on the present basis, towards the service at Guardafui, provided 
it were efficiently established and maintained. 

I should therefore wish your Excellency to mention this matter to Signor Crispi 
at a favourable opportunity, and invite an expression of his views upon the subject. 
It is, perhaps, at present premature to discuss the question of the amount to be set 
aside for the Guardafui light; this point, it would seem, could be more conveniently 
considered when the Italian estimate of the cost of erection and maintenance of this light 
is drawn up. 

It may, however, be well to state, for your Excellency’s information, that at present 
not more than 16,000/. a-year could be reckoned as available from the source above 
mentioned. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 148. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Rustem Pasha. 

M. PAmbassadeur, Foreign Office , January 16, 1891. 

I HA VE the honour to acquaint your Excellency that Her Majesty’s Government 
have had under their attentive consideration the proposals contained in your note of the 
22nd October last with regard to the conditions under which the Imperial Government 
are prepared to proceed with the erection of four necessary lights in the southern 
extremity of the Red Sea. 

Her Majesty’s Government observe with regret that the two conditions precedent to 
the acceptance of the Concession granted to M. Collas so far as it related to the four 
lights in question, and which were contained in the last paragraph ot my note of the 
16th May last, have not met with the concurrence which it was hoped would have been 
accorded to them by the Imperial Ottoman Government. The question of the yearly 
publication of accounts is left untouched in your note under reply, and in lieu of provision 
being made for a revision of the tariff “at intervals of three or five years,” as proposed 
by Her Majesty's Government, it is suggested that a period of twenty years should be 
allowed to elapse before any revision could take place or accounts be submitted for 
inspection, and this term represents one-half the number of years for which the 
Concession is granted. Under these circumstances, Her Majesty’s Government fear that 
there is little hope of coming to a satisfactory understanding on the bases hitherto 
discussed, and that the time has arrived when they must submit an alternative proposal 
for the consideration of the Sublime Porte. 

The dues received by Egypt for the Suez and Red Sea lights, the largest proportion 
of which is paid by British shipping, may be estimated for the last three years at 
75,000/. for 1887, 84,000/. for 1888, and 85,000/. for 1889, and it is now universally 
recognized that the time has come when either these dues must be materially reduced, 
or, if they are to be maintained, the surplus accruing from the existing tariff should be 
appropriated to the erection of the lights admitted to be of urgent necessity in the 
southern extremity of the Red Sea and in the vicinity of Cape Guardafui. It would, in 
the opinion of Her Majesty’s Government, be manifestly inequitable that shipping should 
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pay more than it now does in the aggregate in proceeding to or coming from the East, if 
the funds raised by light dues suffice, as is believed to be the case, to provide for the 
additional lights asked for by the passing trade as required for the safety of navigation. 
The Egyptian Government have entered into an arrangement with that of Her Majesty, 
under which, as soon as the new Egyptian Tariff comes into force with all the Powers, 
they will be prepared to reduce the existing light dues, so as to lessen the burthen of 
taxation by a sum estimated at £ E. 40,000 per annum. If it be decided, however, to 
maintain the existing rates, there will, on this basis of calculation, be an equivalent sum 
available towards the erection of new lights in the localities specified. 

Leaving Guardafui out of consideration for the moment, it has been estimated that 
a capital sum of 100,000/. would be a sullicient maximum to provide for the erection of 
four first-class lights in the vicinity of Mocha, Abou Ail, Zebayr, and Jebel Tur (such 
lights being sufficiently equipped to resist disturbance from earthquakes), and also to 
provide for the purchase of an attending steam-tender; and Her Majesty’s Government 
are further of opinion that the annual maintenance, including a sinking fund and the 
insuring of the tender against loss, should not exceed 20,000/. The above annual main¬ 
tenance is made up as follows:— 

£ 

Interest on first co>.t of 100, 0001 . at 5 per cent. .. .. .. .. 5,000 

Repayment in foiiy} cars .. .. .. .. .. .. 2,500 

Maintenance .. .. ,, .. .. .. .. 7,500 

Insurance ol attending vessel, &c. .. .. .. .. .. 5,000 

Total .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 20,000 

If, therefore, the Porte is disposed to undertake the erection of the four lights in 
question, Her Majesty’s Government would be disposed to recommend the Egyptian 
Government to pay, from the date when the new Customs Tariff comes into operation, 
a sum not exceeding 20,000/. a-year to the Porte for the service in question, provided it 
is adequately executed and carried out. 

Should this proposal not be favourably received, it will become necessary for Her 
Majesty’s Government to consider, with other Maritime Powers, the advisability of 
enabling shipping to adopt a different route from that at present followed, and by so 
doing to avoid the sites now included in M. Collas’ Concession, or in some way providing 
for their safe passage without being subjected to burthens which would be in excess of 
the requirements of the case. 

T ha vp Xr,o 

(Signed) ’ SALISBURY. 


No. 149. 

Rustem Pasha to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received January 23.) 

M. le Marquis, Londres, le 21 Janvier, 1891. 

J’AI 1’honneur d’accuser reception de la note que votre Seigneurie a bicn voulu 
m’adresser le 16 de ce mois conccrnant les pliares de la Mer Rouge, et de l’informer que 
je me suis empresse de porter cette note a la connaissance de la Sublime Porte, en la 
priant de me taire ponnaitre ses vues sur la proposition qui y est dnonede. 

J’ai, &c. 

(Signd) RUS1EM. 


No. 150. 

Circular addressed to Her Majesty's Representatives. 

(Commercial.) 

My Lord, 

iSir^ Foreign Office, January 23. 1891. 

WITH reference to my Circular despatch, Commercial, of the 20th May last, I 
transmit herewith copies of further correspondence, as marked in the margin,* respecting 
the lighting tf the southern extremity of the Red Sea. 

Nos. 145 anil 119. 
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You will be good enough to communicate one copy of each of these notes to the 
Government to which you are accredited. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 161. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White* 

(No. 10. Commercial.) „ . , on ’«oi 

g- r Foreign Office, January 23, j891. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 76, Commercial, of the 20th May last, I 
transmit herewith, for your Excellency’s information, copies of further correspondence, 
as marked in the margin, + respecting the lighting of the southern extremity ot the 

Red Sea. T e „ 

I am, &c. 

( Siamcd) SALISBURY. 


No. 152. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White. 

No. 16. Commercial. Confidential.) a iqqi 

«. Foreign Office, February 4, IbSH. 

5 WITH reference to my despatch No. 10, Commercial, ot the 23rd ultimo, I inclose, 
for vour ExceK information, a copy of a letter from the Admiralty respecting a 
smw of^ the^south-western region of the Red Sea. It is posable that niformaHon to 
the effect that Her Majesty’s Government are really surveying an alternative route for 
navigation might incline the Porte to reasonable terms for lighting the eastern o . 
On Hie other hand the information might give great offence, as, although it does no 

t£BS±T: srArs: 

- t sr » — 

or not to mention the matter to the Ottoman Government. ^ ^ &c 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 153. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir E. Baring. 


(No. 6. Commercial.) Fom ^ n Office, February 4, 1891. 

survey of the south-western region of the Red bea.$ 


* Also to Sir E. Baring (No. 3, Commercial). 

t No. . 


[758] 
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No. 154. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White * 

(No. 17. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, February 4, 1891. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 16, Commercial, of this day’s date, I inclose, 
for your Excellency’s confidential information, a copy of a Memorandumf which has 
been prepared in this Office on the question of the lighting 1 of the Red Sea. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 155. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to the Marquis of Dufferin. 

(No. 8. Commercial. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, February 19, 1891. 

IN connection with the concluding passage of my note to Rustem Pasha of the 
16th January last on the subject of the lighting of the southern extremity of the Red 
Sea, and of which a copy accompanied my Circular despatch, Commercial, of the 
23rd ultimo, I have to inform your Excellency that it has been thought desirable, in 
view of possible contingencies, to make a survey of another and more westerly route for 
vessels, and with this object Iler Majesty’s ships “Rambler” and “Stork” will be 
employed in April and May next abreast of the Italian possessions at Assab. in searching 
for uncharted dangers in the main sea route. 

I have accordingly to request your Excellency to mention this matter confidentially 
to the Italian Government, and ask them to be good enough to take steps in order that 
the necessary facilities may be afforded to these vessels in the event of either of them 
calling at Assab for supplies, or of any of their officers desiring to land for the purpose 
of taking observations connected with the sea survey. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 156. 

Sir W. White to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received March 9.) 

(No. 27. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Constantinople, March 2, 1891. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Lordship’s despatch 
No. 16, Commercial, of the 4th ultimo, informing me that the Admiralty intended 
making a survey of the south-western region of the Red Sea, and leaving it to my 
discretion whether or not to mention the matter to the Sublime Porte. 

I have the honour, in reply, to report that I instructed Sir A. Sandison to mention 
the matter to the Grand Vizier. 

His Highness in receiving the intimation made no observation in reply. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) W. A. WHITE. 


No. 157. 

The Marquis of Dufferin to the Marquis of Salisbury.— ( Received March 9.) 

(No. 30. Commercial. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Rome, March 6 , 1891, 

ON receipt of your Lordship’s despatch No. 8 of the 19th ultimo I at once 
informed the Italian Foreign Office, confidentially, that Her Majesty’s Government 
desired to make a survey of an alternative route for vessels in the Red Sea, and 


requested that the necessary facilities might be afforded to Her Majesty’s ships 
“ Rambler” and “ Stork,” which would be employed on this work, in the event of cither 
of them calling at Assab for supplies, or of any of tlieir officers wishing to land for the 
purpose of taking observations connected with the sea survey. 

I have now the honour to inclose translation of a reply which I have received from 
the Marquis di Rudini, stating that instructions have been issued to the authorities of 
Eritrea in the sense desired by Her Majesty’s Government. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) DUFFERIN and AVA. 


Inclo&ure in No. 157. 

The Marquis di Rudini to the Marquis of Dufferin. 

(Translation.) 

M. l’Ambassadeur, Rome, March 3, 1891. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Excellency’s note of the 
25th ultimo, and to inform you, in reply, that I have given the necessary orders to the 
Royal authorities of Eritrea, in order that Her Majesty’s ships “Rambler” and “ Stork” 
shall have every facility during the surveying expedition intrusted to them along the 
western coast of the Red Sea, and that their Commanders may be allowed to take in 
stores at Assab, and to disembark officers and sailors on the coast to carry on the 
operations confided to their care. 

Receive, &c. 

(Signed) RUDINI. 


No. 158. 

Sir Clare Ford to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received March 11.) 

(No. 42. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Madrid, March 7, 1891. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 22, Commercial, of the 27th January, 
inclosing copy of a note which l had addressed to the Duke of Tetuan, Spanish Minister 
of State, respecting the lighting of the southern extremity of the Red Sea, I have the 
honour to transmit herewith to your Lordship a translation of his Excellency’s reply, 
which reached me last evening, in which his Excellency expresses his wish that in due 
course he may be favoured with further information on the subject. 

1 have, &c. 

(Signed) FRANCIS CLARE FORD. 


Inclosure in No. 158. 

The Duke of Tetuan to Sir Clare Ford. 

(Translation.) 

Sir, The Palace, March 5, 1891. 

WITH reference to your Excellency’s note of the 27th January last, I have the 
honour to inform you that the Minister of Marine, in a note dated the 23rd ultimo, 
informs me that, having taken into his consideration wffiat is said in the above-mentioned 
note respecting the exchange of notes which has taken place between Lord Salisbury 
and the Turkish Ambassador in London with regard to the Lighthouse Service in the Red 
Sea, he would feel much obliged if your Excellency would be so kind as to let him 
know', when convenient, the result of the negotiations between Her Majesty’s Govern¬ 
ment and the Sublime Porte with regard to this matter. 

I avail, &c. 

(Signed) DUKE OF TETUAN. 


Abo to Sir L. Baring (No. 7, Commeicial). 


f See Confidential Paper No. GOiO. 
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No. 159. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir E. Baring. 

(No. 18. Commercial.) Foreign Office, March 12, 1891. 

^ WITH reference to -V 

bl fnfSett the intended survey by Her Majesty's sbrps 

of the south-western region of the Red Sea. j am> &c . 

(Signed) S ALISB URY. 


No. 160. 

Communication made by Prince Pless, June 3 , 1891 . 

of tli^Gulf^of^Aden^Cape 1 Guardafiid)^and'*on ^e^omali Coas^(Cape°Eas Hafun)^ 

and, if so, in what way ? ___. 


No. 161. 

Ihe Marquis of Salisbury to Count Jrlatsfeldt. 

Foreign Office, June 6, 1891. 

M. l’Amhassadeur, . . r i iv Prince Pless on the 3rd instant, I have 

"WITH reference to the inquiry mad y p p aae 0 f the correspondence 

the honour to acquaint your Excellency Turkey*respecting the question of 

between Her Majesty’s Government and that of P g bo foW i„ the 

erecting certain lights on the and the 22nd October, 

notes to and from Eastern Pasha of the IMhJanna.^ ^ ^ P i c39 on , he 20th 
1890, respectively, copies ot "Inch v witU t he concluding paragraph of 

February last 1 may, however, add, in ‘ (lifflca Hy experienced in coming to 

the first-mentioned note, that n c ' “", “ t , sut iect, one of Her Majesty's vessels 
any satisfactory arrangement with the Foim western r0UtC) which, if found 

is at present engaged on the su J , f navigation, thereby avoiding the sites 

^1STllSr"^"«ie Concession granted to M. Co,las. The result 

of a ST,hat locality, but no precise or detailed info, 

mation is at present in their possession. j haVGj &c . 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 162. 

Minute by Sir J. Fergusson. 

RUSTEM PASHA said that as I had l^harid no^rogresl We 

wished that some settlement could beam . ar „, e P for the four lights in the Red Sea 
had objected to the Turkish proposals£ the ^rge^ ^ ^ ^. but tl ey would 
agreed upon were too high, and that their cu . latter were objected to as being too 
not be as' high as the Egyptian. I «d on the n J ew Tariff coming into 

high, and that arrangements had been ma mor / than would suffice to pay for the 
force they would be considerably reduced b ^ t ^ ^ ^ 2Q Qm a _ year would 

thc ^ and buildins of a steamer at a 

100,000/. with the maintenance. 


* No. 156. 
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Could we not make some modification ? 

They could not get out of their Concession to M. Collas ; he is an honest man. who 
can do the work cheaper than any one else, and it would be bad policy for them to pay 
only the bare cost of maintenance. The work would not bo well done. Could we not 
divide the difference between their proposed currency of the charge for twenty years and 
ours for five, e.g., fifteen, or even twelve P It was regrettable that such a. matter 
should remain unsettled; the lights were wanted, and the difference must be susceptible 
of arrangement. 

I agreed in this, but said that unless we could come to reasonable terms, it was 
believedlhat as good a channel, if not belter, could bc found near the western coast; 
indeed, it had been in great part surveyed. But, he said, this would require lights also. 
I said certainly, but at a cost at least not greater that what we proposed for the eastern 
route; but we did not wish to abandon it if we could come to terms. I would look at 
the papers again, and propose to you to consult the Board of Trade. Well, he said, 
“ pray write what you think possible privately, as formal proposals may appear hard, and 
in unofficial correspondence they may be modified.” 

J. r. 

September 15, 1891. 


No. 163. 

Foreign Office to Pustcm Pasha. 

My dear Ambassador, Foreign Office, September 23, 1891. 

1 DID not fail to communicate to Lord Salisbury what you said to. me on the 
15th instant in regard to the Red Sea lights. As I was on the point of leaving London 
for Scotland, I had not time then to examine the correspondence that has passed on 
this subject, but having now done so, and submitted it to Lord Salisbury, his lord¬ 
ship thinks that although it would conduce to an understanding that some informal 
discussion of details with you should take place, it would bc of little use to revise t ie 
careful estimate which was quoted in his despatch to you of the 16th January without 
some indication on behalf of your Government of the terms to which they would agiec. 
Those which were stated in that despatch were such as, in the opinion of the experts, are 

sufficient for the service. ,, , _ .. 

I regret that this is the last communication which I shall have the pleasure ot 
making to your Excellency from this Department, as I shall this afternoon enter upon 
the duties of Postmaster-General. But the matter is well understood m the Department, 
and it will interest me to hear that it has been satisfactorily settled. 

Believe me, &c. 

(Signed) JAMES FERGUSSON. 


No. 164. 

Rustem Pasha to the Marquis of Salisbury.— (Received December 2.) 

Ambassade Impe'riale de Turquie, 

M Ie Marquis Londres, le 30 Novembre, 1891. 

j’AI eu Thonneur de placer sous les yeux de mon Gouvernement le contenu de la 
note que votre Seigneurie a bien voulu m’adresser le 16 Janvier de cette annde relative- 

ment aux phares de la Mer Rouge. ,. . 

La Sublime Porte n’a pas juge possible de se ralher a la nouvelle combinaison pio- 

posee dans la susdite note de votre Seigneurie, et croit devoir s’en temr au pro,jet de tmre 
construire et entretenir les feux dont il s’agit par l’Administration des Pharos de 1 Empne. 
Cependant, comtne le Gouvernement Imperial est tres desireux de sentendre au preamble 
avec le Gouvernement de Sa Majeste llritauniquc sur les deux conditions pos6es par lui, a 
savoir, la publication des eomptes de recettes et de depenses et la revision du tanf, je sms 
charge de presenter a votre Seigneurie les propositions suivantes: . . 

Le Gouvernement Imperial construirait et entrctiendrait les quatre phares prmcipaux 
que la discussion actuelle a en vue, e’est-u-dire, ceux qui sentient situcs dans les environs 
de Mocha, Abou Ail, Zebayr, et Djebel-Tur, apres Tacceptation par le Gouvernement de 
Sa Majeste Britannique d’un tarif des droits if percevoir qui demeurerait invariable pendant 

quinze ans. 0 tt 

[758] “ U 
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Le tarif pourrait ensuite etre revisd tous les deux ans. 

La publication des comptes commencerait la dixibme annde apr&s l’eclairage complet 
et l’application du tarif. 

La Sublime Porte espbre que ces propositions, qui donnent satisfaction dans une 
grande mesurc au desir exprime par le Gouvernement de Sa Majeste Britannique, seront 
tie nature a rencontrer 1’adhdsion de votre Scignenrie et pourront conduire & un arrange¬ 
ment definitif sur les points qui sont depuis si longtemps en discussion. 

J’ai, &c. 

(Signe) RUSTEM. 


Ho. 165. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Rustem Pasha. 

M. 1’ Ambassadeur, Foreign Office, December 5, 1891. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Excellency’s note of the 
30th ultimo on the question of the lighting of the Red Sea, and, in reply, I beg to state 
that the proposals now made shall be duly considered. 

T linvA 

(Signed) ’ SALISBURY. 


Ho. 1G6. 

Board of Trade to Foreign Office.—(Received December 26.) 

8> rj Board of Trade, London, December 24, 1891 

I AM directed by the Board of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 5th instant, in which you inclose copy of a further note from the Turkish 
Ambassador at this Court on the subject of the four additional lights asked for by the 
trade as required for the safe navigation of the Red Sea. 

From this note the Board gather that the proposals now put forward by Rustem 
Pa.-dia are as follows :— 

1. The Turkish Government to construct and maintain the four lights through the 
French firm of MM. Collas and Michel. 

2. Her Majesty’s Government to accept a tariff of dues (to come into operation on 
the completion of the lights) for a fixed period of fifteen years, after which the tariff 
may he revised every ten years. 

3. The accounts not to be published until the end of ten years from the time that 
the tariff comes into operation. (It is not stated how often the publication is to take 
place after it has once commenced.) 

It appears to the Board of Trade, in view of the exceptionally high tariff proposed 
last year, and of their experience of the administration of Turkish lighthouses in the 
Mediterranean by MM. Collas and Michel, that these proposals do not afford any 
reasonable prospect of the dues ever being substantially in accord with the expense of 
the service, especially looking to the fact that, under the terms of the Concession, 
Turkey is to receive 10 per cent, of the proceeds. 

Quite apart, however, from this, it is impossible to obtain any proper basis on 
which to fix, for a period of fifteen years, the dues to be levied on the trade making use 
of such a highway as the Red Sea, which has only been rendered avaihible of recent 
years, and is resorted to by the ships of all nations. The net tonnage of this trade is 
constantly increasing, and has more than doubled during the last ten years. Since 1889, 
on the traffic of which year the fixed tariff proposed by the Porte in April 1890 must 
have been based, there has been an increase in tonnage of about 25 per cent., and there 
can he no doubt that long before the expiration of the fifteen years the tonnage of 
vessels passing through the Red Sea will have multiplied enormously, more especially as 
the Suez Canal will, in the meanwhile, have been doubled in width and deepened, and 
the facilities for its navigation will have been greatly improved. 

For these reasons, the Board of Trade are unable to recommend that any tariff of 
dues should be accepted by Her Majesty’s Government in respect of these lights unless 
the conditions already laid down by them, viz., the yearly publication of the accounts, 
and the revision of the tariff at intervals of three or five years, are in the first place 
agreed to by Turkey. If, as appears to be the case, Turkey is not prepared to come to- 
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an immediate and satisfactory arrangement on these points, nor to accept the alternative 
scheme of a fixed contribution from the Egyptian light dues of 20,0001. a-year, or such 
other sum as is proved to be necessary to meet the expenses of the service, the Board 
would suggest, for the consideration of the Marquis of Salisbury, that steps should be at 
once taken to open up an alternative route, as proposed in the final paragraph of the 
letter addressed by his Lordship to Rustem Pasha on the 16th January last. 

The route suggested in the letter fiom this Office of the 16th August, 1890, which, 
for the sake of brevity, may be described as the “Western Hanish ” route, has been 
recently surveyed by the Admiralty, from which Department a favourable Report has 
been received, and the Board are advised that, if efficiently lighted, it will be ultimately 
accepted by the trade as better and safer than the present Abou Ail route. 

The precise islets between Great Hanish Island and the African coast upon which 
lights should be placed will have to be settled in conjunction with the Admiralty and the 
trade; but the four sites already suggested, and marked in red on the accompanying 
Chart, viz., Horth-east Quoin / or, perhaps, as an alternative, Rakhmat Islet), South-west 
Rocks, one of the Haycock Islets, and Harbi Islet, may be taken as a basis. Hone of 
these sites are included in the Concession to M. Collas. 

The distance by this route from Zebayr to Perim would be the same as by the 
Abou Ail route, viz., 16S miles ; and it can be lighted at a smaller yearly cost than was 
demanded by Turkey in 1S90 for lighting that route. 

Of the sites suggested, it would appear from Sir E. Hertslet’s Confidential Memo¬ 
randum of the 28th October, 18S0, copy of which accompanied your letter of the 
20th May, 1881, that Horth-east Quoin and Harbi Islet are within the jurisdiction of 
Egypt, while the other two are within the jurisdiction of Turkey, who claims sovereignty 
over all four sites. It will, therefore, be for the consideration of the Foreign Office, if 
this route is to be considered, whether any satisfactory arrangement can be made with 
Turkey for the lighting of these islets. 

The best and cheapest plan would seem to be for the work of lighting to be under¬ 
taken by Great Britain, who might offer a liberal rent to Egypt and Turkey for the sites 
under their respective jurisdictions. 

If Turkey is unwilling to agree to this, or to light the sites herself on reasonable 
terms, it will be for consideration whether action cannot be taken independently of 
Turkey by lighting the African coast itself, and one or two of the off-lying islets, such 
as High, Flat, Harbi, or Sayyal, all of which seem to be within the jurisdiction of Egypt. 
This route would be an equally good one, especially if one of the Haycock Islands could 
be included, but would be longer by some 3 to 6 miles than that previously suggested. 
It would, however, probably entail an additional light on the African coast. 

The Board of Trade have thought it well to lay down at some length their views 
in relation to this important matter; but they would suggest that, before any active 
steps are taken towards adopting the alternative “ Western Hanish ” route, a consultation 
might be held at the Foreign Office, at which the Hydrographer might be asked to be 
present. 

I have, &e. 

(Signed) C. CECIL TREVOR. 


Ho. 167. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Rustem Pasha. 

M. l’Am'bassadeur, Foreign Office, January 28, 1S92. 

HER Majesty’s Government have carefully considered the proposals for the 
erection and maintenance of the four additional lights in the Red Sea which are 
considered to be necessary for completing the effective lighting of the southern portion 
of the Red Sea. 

These proposals are as follows :— 

1. The Ottoman Government to erect and maintain the four lights after the 
acceptance by Her Majesty’s Government of a tariff of dues. 

2. The tariff to remain unchanged for fifteen years, after which it may be revised 
every ten years. 

3. The publication of the accounts to commence in the tenth year, after the 
completion of the new lights and the application of the tariff. 

Her Majesty’s Government regret that, with every wish to meet the views of the 
Ottoman Government as far as possible, they are quite unable to agree to the present 
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proposals, or to modify the alternative ones contained in my notes of the 16th May, 
1800, and the 16th January, 1891. 

As the Ottoman Government arc not prepared to agree to either of those proposals, 
and considering the great inconvenience which is caused to shipping by the insufficient 
lighting of that part of the route for which the proposed lights would have provided. 
Her Majesty’s Government feel that, in the interests of British shipping, they would 
not be justified in deferring any longer to take such steps as may be in their power to 
provide a safe alternative route. 

Such a route exists on the African side of the Red Sea. It has been recently 
surveyed by Iler Majesty’s ships of war, and Her Majesty’s Government are advised 
that it is a better and safer one, and not longer than the one now in use. 

The Lords of the Admiralty have lately issued a new Chart of this route, and 
recommend it for adoption for day navigation. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 168. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to the Marquis of Dufferin. 

(No. 11. Commercial. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, January 28, 1S92. 

WITH reference to my Circular despatch, Commercial, of the 23rd January, 1891, 
I transmit herewith copies of further correspondence respecting the lighting of the 
southern portion of the Red Sea,* together with a Memorandum showing the present 
position of the question and the views of Her Majesty’s Government thereon. 

Your Lxcellency will see from these papers that the alternative route referred to 
in mv despatch jSlo. 8, Commercial, Confidential, of the 19th February, 1891, and your 
Excellency’s despatch No. 30, Commercial, Confidential, of the 6th March, 1891, has been 
surveyed by Her Majesty’s ships of war, and is considered a better and safer route than 
the one now in use, and that it has been recommended for adoption by day by the 
Lords of the Admiralty. 

The islands and rocks recommended by the Board of Trade in their letter of the 
24th December, with the exception of South-west Rocks, seems to be in effect within 
the jurisdiction of Italy. That over the South-west Rocks would appear to be doubtful. 

I have to request your Excellency to explain confidentially to the Italian Govern¬ 
ment the present position of the question and the suggestions for the adoption and 
lighting of the proposed new route, and inquire whether they claim juiisdiction over all 
the sites selected by the Board of Trade for lights, and, if so, whether, in the event of 
that route being agreed to by the Powers interested, they would be prepared to erect 
and maintain at the expense of the passing trade the lights themselves, or consent to 
their erection by Her Majesty’s Government. 

Your Excellency will observe that the sites have not been definitely selected, but 
are liable to modification. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


Inclosure in Ho. 1G8. 

Memorandum by Mr. Warburton respecting Red Sea Lights. 

(Rustem Pasha’s note of November 30 ; Board of Trade letter of December 24, 1891.) 

MR. KENNEDY’S very exhaustive Memorandum of the 4th December, 1890 
(annexed), gives the history of this question up to that date. 

Confidential On the 16th January last Rustem Pasha was informed that the proposals of the 
laint of Porte, as conveyed in Ins note of the 22nd October, w'ere not satisfactory, and the 
IK91, No. 7. following alternative proposal was made to him 


• Inclosure in No. 43, and Nos. 164 and IC7. 
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“ The dues received by Egypt for the Suez and Red Sea lights, the largest propor¬ 
tion of which is paid by British shipping, may be estimated for the last three years at 
75,000/. for 1887, 84,000/. for 1888, and 85,000/. for 1889; audit is now universally 
recognized that the time has come when either these dues must be materially reduced, 
or, if they are to be maintained, the surplus accruing from the existing tariff should be 
appropriated to the erection of the lights admitted to be of urgent necessity in the 
southern extremity of the Red Sea and in the vicinity of Cape Guardafui. It would, 
in the opinion of Her Majesty’s Government, be manifestly inequitable that shipping 
should pay more than it now does in the aggregate in proceeding to or coming from 
the East if the funds raised by light dues suffice, as is believed to be the case, to provide 
for the additional lights asked for by the passing trade as required for the safety of 
navigation. The Egyptian Government have entered into an arrangement with that 
of Her Majesty, under which, as soon as the new Egyptian Tariff comes into force 
with all the Powers, they will be prepared to reduce the existing light dues so as to 
lessen the burthen of taxation by a sum estimated at t C E. 40,000 per annum If it be 
decided, however, to maintain the existing rates, there will, on this basis of calculation, 
be an equivalent sum available towards the erection of new lights in the localities 
specified. 

“Leaving Guardafui out of consideration for the moment, it has been estimated 
that a capital sum of 100,000/. would be a sufficient maximum to provide for the 
erection of four first-class lights in the vicinity of Mocha, Abou Ail, Zebayr, and Jebel 
Tur (such lights being sufficiently equipped to resist disturbance from earthquakes), and 
also to provide for the purchase of an attending steam-tender; and Her Majesty's 
Government are further of opinion that the annual maintenance, including a sinking 
fund and the insuring of the tender against loss, should not exceed 20,000/. The above 
annual maintenance is made up as follows:— 

£ 

“ Interest on first eo>t of 100,000/. at 5 per cent. .. .. .. 5,000 

Repayment in forty \ ears .. ., .. .. .. ,. 2.500 

Maintenance .. .. .. .. ., .. .. 7,500 

Insurance of attending vessel, &c. .. .. .. .. .. 5,000 

Total .. .. .. .. .. 20,000 

“If, therefore, the Porte is disposed to undertake the erection of the four lights in 
question, Her Majesty’s Government would be disposed to recommend the Egyptian 
Government to pay, from the date when the new Customs Tariff comes into operation, a 
sum not exceeding 20,000/. a-year to the Porte for the service in question, provided it is 
adequately executed and carried out.” 

The note went on to say that, if this proposal were not favourably received, it 
Avould become necessary for Iler Majesty’s Government to consider, with other Maritime 
Powers, the advisability of adopting a different route, so as to avoid the sites included in 
the Michel-Collas Concession. 

Copies of Rustem Pasha’s note and our reply were sent to Her Majesty’s Repre- Circular, 
sentafcives to be communicated to the Powers interested, and the Admiralty, at our January 23, 
request, sent tw r o ships to survey the proposed new route, nearer to the African coast. Confidential 
The Italian Government were asked for and promised to give them every facility, and in Print, 1891, 
September the Admiralty informed us that although “the examinations are not No. . 
exhaustive enough to make it absolutely certain that no small danger may exist To 
undetected, yet they are sufficiently so to justify the adoption of the proposed route,” ^ miralt y> 
provided that suitable lights are placed. 1891^ ’ 

Ibid., No. 22. 

The proposals now made by the Porte are:— Rustem 

1. Turkey to erect and maintain the four lights (through Michel and Collas) after 

Her Majesty’s Government has accepted a tariff of dues. 3o7 m er 

2. This tariff to remain unchanged for fifteen years, after which it may be revised 
every ten years. 

3. The publication of the accounts to commence in the tenth year after the 
completion of the lights and the application of the tariff. 

The Board of Trade point out the objections to these proposals, and cannot Board of 
recommend that any tariff of dues be agreed to except on the conditions already laid Trade, 
down, viz.:— December 

1. The yearly publication of accounts. 

2. The revision of the tariff every three or five years. 

They suggest that, if Turkey is not prepared to agree to our conditions, or to 
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Confidential 
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Mr. 

Kennedy’s 
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accept the alternative proposal of a fixed contribution {torn to meet the expenses 
of 20,000/. a-year (or such other sum as may be proved necessary to h’’route 

of the service), the new route, which they propose to cal ultimately accepted by 

should be opened out. This route, they are advised, will bo ultimately accepte y 

the trade as better and safer than the present one. . , , Admiralty and 

The lights proposed for this route, subject to consultation with the Admiralty ana 

the trade, are four, as shown on the accompanying map, viz.: 

North-east Quoin (or, as an alternative, Eakhmat, on the coast). 

South-west Rocks. 

One of the Haycocks. 

Harbi. 

jurisdiction, 

they suggest some lights on the African coast. 

One on High Island. 

One on Flat Island. 

One on Sayyal Island. 

This diversion would make the new route from 3 to 6 miles longer than the 
present omn that „ 0 ne of the places named are included in the 

MX* MM 

not be come to with 

0W °fZ^eZ :^sed that Egypt should «*£ we. should 

should'dTthe lighting, and Sir E Baring is tbat^er 

refuse to let their ships pay the dues though using the route. 

As regards the Guardafui light, the Italto <G<™nl 
they had made arrangements with the Sultan ot Mijjerteyns 

light. 

The question of jurisdiction over the mojalf except X 

Amfila up to Ras Dameira as Italian posse. ^ on ^hcy are marked in 

S^^riSTth?^xceptionTf South-west Rocks, which appears doubtful, seem tube 
within Italian jurisdiction. i ... j’n.tom Pasha’s note to the eifect 

that *tlast W prop°o U sals fS 

without further delay we must take steps, m concert 
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an alternative route on the African side which has been surveyed by Her Majesty’s ships Board of 
of war, and which Her Majesty’s Government are advised is a better and safer route than 

the present one. , 24. 

While awaiting bis answer, the consultation suggested by the Board ot Trade might 
he held at the Foreign Office, and the Italian Government might be informed as to the 
mew route proposed, and asked whether they claim jurisdiction over the sites suggested, 
and whether they would be willing to erect the lights themselves, or leave it to Her 
Majesty’s Government or to that of Egypt to do so. 

A further letter has just been received from the Board of Trade, in which they say 
that the Admiralty are on the point of issuing a new Chart, recommending the new route 
for adoption for day navigation. ^ 

Foreign Office, December 31, 1891. 


No. 169. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir E. Baring. 

(No. 3. Commercial.) __ 

Foreign Office, February 10, 1892. 

1 TRANSMIT herewith, for your information, copies of correspondence with the 
Board of Trade respecting the question of the Egyptian light dues.* 

Having regard to the large revenue now derived from this source, I should he glad 
to learn your views as to whether some reduction might not be effected even before all 
the Powers have concluded Commercial Conventions with Egypt. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 170. 

The Marquis of Dufferin to the Marquis of Salisbury.—{Received February 13.) 

(No. 23. Commercial.) Q ., 

My L or d Rome, February 9, 1892. 

IN conformity with the instruction contained in your Lordship’s despatch No. 11, 
Commercial, of the 28th ultimo, I addressed a note to the Italian Government, copy of 
which I have the honour to inclose, explaining confidentially the present position of the 
(question of the lighting of the southern extremity of the Red Sea, and inquiring whether 
they claimed jurisdiction over all the sites selected by the Board of trade for lights, and 
whether they would he prepared to erect and maintain the lights themselves, or consent 

to their erection by Her Majesty’s Government. , T 

I have now the honour to transmit to your Lordship a translation of a note which 1 
have received, in reply, from the Marquis di Rudini, in which it is stated that the Italian 
Government do claim jurisdiction over the sites mentioned in your Lordship’s despatch, 
and that the question of the erection and maintenance of the lighthouses at the points 
mentioned is under their consideration. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) DUFFERIN and AVA. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 170. 

The Marquis of Dufferin to the Marquis di Rudini. 

M. le Ministre Rome, Februar H 3 > 1832 : 

SINCE 1 had the honour of addressing to your Excellency my note of the 2oth 
February last, some further correspondence has taken place between et ajes y s 
Government and that of His Majesty the Sultan of Turkey as to the most efficient 
manner in which to erect and maintain lighthouses at the southern extremi y 

Red Sea. „ „ 

The proposals recently submitted by the Porte were as follows : 

* No. . 
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1. The Ottoman Government to erect and maintain the four necessary lights after 
the acceptance by Her Majesty’s Government of a tariff of dues. 

2. The tariff to remain unchanged for fifteen years, after which it may be revised 
every ten years. * 

3. The publication of the accounts to commence in the tenth year after the 
completion of the new lights and the application of the tariff. 

These proposals were carefully considered by Her Majesty’s Government, who then 
informed the Porte that they regretted that, with every wish to meet the views of the 
Ottoman Government as far as possible, they were quite unable to agree to the present 
proposals or to modify the alternative ones contained in previous communications made 
by Her Majesty’s Government to the Porte, dated respectively the lGth May, 1890, and 
16th January, 1891. 

As the Ottoman Government were not prepared to agree to either of these 
proposals, and considering the great inconvenience which is caused to shipping by the 
insufficient lighting of that part of the route for which the proposed lights would have 
provided, Her Majesty’s Government felt that in the interest of British shipping they 
would not be justified in deferring any longer to take such steps as might be in their 
power to provide a sale alternative route. 

Such a route existed on the African side of the Eed Sea. It had been recently 
surveyed by Her Majesty’s ships of war, and Her Majesty’s Government were advised 
that it was a better and a safer one, and not longer than the one in use. The Lords of the 
Admiralty have recently issued a new Chart of this route, and recommended it for day 
navigation. 

The lights proposed to be erected for this route, subject to consultation with the 
Admiralty and the trade, are four:— 

1. North-east Quoin (or, as an alternative, Pakmat, on the coast). 

2. South-west Rocks. 

3. One of the Haycocks. 

4. Harby. 

According to Article III of the Treaty between Italy and Sultan Ahfari of Aussa 
of the 9th December, 1888, the jurisdiction over the new sites, with exception, perhaps, 
of South-west Pocks, appears to belong to Italy. 

In placing confidentially in your Excellency’s hands, for perusal and convenience of 
reference, copy of a Memorandum which has been drawn up on this subject accompanied 
by a Chart showing the positions selected for the new lighthouses, I am nstructed by 
Her Majesty’s Principal Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs to inquire whether the 
Italian Government claim jurisdiction over all the sites selected by the Board of Trade 
for lights, and, if so, whether, in the event of that route being agreed upon by the 
Powers interested, they themselves would be prepared to erect and maintain at the 
expense of the passing trade the lights in question, or would consent to their erection by 
Her Majesty’s Government, i am, however, to observe to your Excellency that the sites 
have not been definitely selected, blit are liable to modification. 

I should be grateful if your Excellency would eventually return to this Embassy the 
inclosures and charts which accompany this note. 

I avail, &c. 

(Signed) DUFFERIN and AVA. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 170. 

The Marquis di Rudini to the Marquis of Dufferin. 

(Translation.) 

M. l’Ambassadcur, Rome , February 7, 1892. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Excellency’s note of the 
3rd of this month respecting the lighthouses which the British Government wish to be 
constructed at the southern extremity of the Red Sea. 

I have the honour to inform your Excellency, in reply, that the Italian Government 
consider the places mentioned in the above note as subject to their own jurisdiction, and 
will, without delay, study the question of the eventual construction in those latitudes of 
the four lighthouses proposed by the Board of Trade, on the understanding that the 
necessary expenses of construction, of maintenance, and service shall be reimbursed by 
navigators in the form of lighthouse dues to be levied by the Egyptian Government, or 
by a special tariff to be established in the future. 
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Such investigations will he made with the best intentions of satisfying the wishes of 
Her Majesty’s Government. 

Reserving to myself to inform your Excellency of our definite decision in the 
matter, and to return as soon as possible the documents and papers annexed to your 
Excellency’s note, 1 avail, &c. 

(Signed) RUDINI. 


No. 171. 


Sir E. Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received February 29.) 


(No. 5. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Cairo, February 21, 1892. 

I HAVE the honour to reply to your Lordship’s despatch No. 3, Commercial, of the 
10th instant. 

Commercial Conventions have been already signed between the Egyptian Govern¬ 
ment and the Governments of Great Britain, Austria, Italy, Belgium, and Portugal. 
The negotiations with Germany are far advanced, and there is every prospect of a Con¬ 
vention being signed before long. Negotiations are proceeding with the United States 
of America. No negotiations have actually been commenced with the French Govern¬ 
ment, but 1 understand that the latter is not indisposed to consider the question. If 
once a Convention were signed with France I conceive that the other Powers would come 
to terms before long, although perhaps some little difficulty may be experienced with 
Russia and Greece. 

It G impossible for me to say when all the Conventions will be signed, but, con¬ 
sidering the difficulties of the subject, I think fair progress has been made, and that 
there is a reasonable prospect of eventually coming to terms with all the Powers. 

As regards the proposal that, in view of the increase in the revenue derived from 
the light dues, the Egyptian Government should be moved to give up a portion of the 
revenue before the new tariff' comes into force, I have the following observations to 
submit to your Lordship. 

Whenever proposals of this nature are made to the Egyptian authorities, they 
invariably fall back on two arguments— 

The first, which applies more particularly to this special case, is that a certain 
Budget was drawn up by the Powers in 1884, and imposed upon Egypt by the London 
Con vention. According to that Budget, the administrative expenditure of the Egyptian 
Government was fixed at a certain figure. Any excess expenditure has to come out of 
the half surplus, which alone is at the disposal of the Egyptian Treasury. This latter 
provision, against which 1 did my best to protest at the time, hampers the Egyptian 
Government at every turn. The Convention Budget allowed the surplus revenues 
derived from the light dues to remain at the disposal of the Egyptian Government, and, 
if it be argued that those revenues have increased since 1884, the reply is that, on the 
other hand, the charges tin own on the Egyptian Government were in some respects 
greatly under-estimated at the time of the London Conference. Thus, the expenditure 
on the Egyptian army was estimated at £ E. 130,000. The actual figures for 1S91 were 
£ E. 494,000. The Egyptian authorities, therefore, hold that if the arrangement made 
in 1S84 is to be modified in respect to some points in a sense unfavourable to their 
interests the whole question .should be reconsidered, with a view to other modifications 
being introduced in the sense of relaxing the extreme rigidity over their expenditure 
which the Convention imposes. 

The second argument is of more general application. The Egyptian authorities 
argue with much force that by dint of good administration they have raised Egyptian 
credit and converted a portion of their debt, thus effecting an economy of some 
325,000/. a-year. But they arc not allowed to touch a farthing of this economy. They 
are quite aware that Her Majesty’s Government is in no way responsible for the gross 
injustice which is being inflicted on the people and Government of Egypt in this matter, 
but the fact remains that, when they arc asked to make some considerable pecuniary 
sacrifice for the benefit of European trade, they naturally reply that if they are to adopt 
any proposals of this sort, it is only just that the Powers of Europe should accord to 
them some greater degree of liberty in disposing of their own resources for the benefit of 


Egypt. 

In addition to these general arguments, it has to he home in mind that the arrange¬ 
ment about the light dues, which was made at the time the Commercial Convention was 
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signed with Great Britain, is regarded here as a distinct pledge that, until the new tariff* 
comes into force, no demand will be made on the Egyptian Government to sacrifice any 
portion of the revenue derived from the dues. 

I am aware that these arguments may not appear convincing to those who are more 
especially interested in the construction of the proposed lighthouses, but they arc argu¬ 
ments which deserve very careful consideration before Her Majesty’s Government decides 
to move in the matter. It is difficult to contest their validity from an Egyptian point of 
view. 

No one can regret more than I do that there should be a delay in the construction 
of the new lighthouses; I am well aware they are much required. The question is also 
one in which, for many years, I have taken the greatest personal interest, and as to 
which I have repeatedly endeavoured to bring about some satisfactory settlement. At 
the same time, I should add that no amount of persuasion on my part will induce the 
Egyptian Government to give up willingly any portion of the light dues’ revenue before 
the new tariff comes into force. I am sure to encounter the strongest opposition, not 
only from the native Egyptian authorities, but also from their English advisers, who, 
much to their credit, thoroughly identify themselves with Egyptian interests, and are 
often, indeed, more Egyptian than the Egyptians themselves. In order to carry the 
point, I should have to assume an extremely harsh and imperious attitude, which 
would, in this instance, be not unreasonably considered very unjust, which would 
certainly be impolitic, which it has been my constant endeavour to avoid, and which, in 
view of the youth and inexperience of the young Khedive, would, just at this moment, 
appear somewhat especially ungracious. 

For these reasons, I venture to deprecate the idea that the matter should be laid 
before the Egyptian Government. Much as I regret it, I fear there is nothing to be 
done but to wait until Commercial Conventions have been concluded with all the 
Powers. 

I should add that a good deal of misapprehension exists as to the true nature of the 
Egyptian financial situation. Last year (1891) there was a surplus of 1,100,000/., but of 
this only about 300,000/. is at the disposal of the Egyptian Government. Moreover, the 
agricultural results of the year were so exceptionally good, that it would be imprudent to 
consider 1891 as a normal year. Although the situation has very greatly improved by 
comparison with past times, it is extremely necessary, in view of the demands which are 
springing up on all sides for a reduction of taxation and an increase of expenditure, for 
the Egyptian Government to husband its resources with great care. This necessity, 
moreover, becomes all the more apparent, when it is remembered that the international 
engagements taken by the Egyptian Government deprive the Finance Department of the 
free disposal of its own resources. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) E. BAKING. 


No. 172. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir Clare Ford * 

(No. 15. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 2, 1892. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 10, Commercial, of the 23rd January, 1S91,1 
transmit herewith, for your Excellency’s information, copies of further correspondence, 
as marked in the margin,f respecting the lighting of the southern extremity of the Red 

Sea. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


* Also to Sir E. Baring (No. 4, Commercial). 


t Nos. 164 and 167. 
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No. 173. 


The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir Clare Ford* 

(No. 16. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office , March 3, 1892. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 15, Commercial, of the 2nd instant, I 
transmit herewith, for your information, printed Confidential correspondence respecting 
the question of lighting the southern extremity of the Ked Sea and the neighbourhood 
of Cape Guardafui.f 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 174. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir E. Baring. 

(No. 6. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 7, 1892. 

I TRANSMIT herewith, for your information, a copy of a letter which, upon 
receipt of your despatch No. 5, Commercial, of the 21st ultimo, I caused to be 
addressed to the Board of Trade on the question of a reduction of the Egyptian light 
dues.J 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 175. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir Clare Ford. 

(No. 18. Commercial. Confidential.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 8, 1892. 

IN continuation of my despatch No. 16, Commercial, of the 3rd instant, 1 transmit 
herewith, for your Excellency’s confidential information, copy of a despatch from 
Sir E. Baring respecting the lighting of the Red Sea and the Egyptian light dues.§ 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) , SALISBURY. 


No. 176. 

Sir E. Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received March 30.) 
(Commercial.) 

-(Telegraphic.) P. Cairo, March 30, 1892. 

WITH reference to my telegram of the 2Gth instant, I have the honour to inform 
your Lordship that the following proposals are about to be submitted to the Powers by 
the Egyptian Government 

1. The whole of the economies resulting from the conversion of the debt, i.e., a sum 
of 315,000/. per annum, to be applied to reducing the land tax. 

2. A reduction of 25 per cent, to be made in the port dues. The annual cost of 
this operation will amount to 32,000/. 

3. A yearly sum of 40,000/., drawn from the revenue accruing from the light dues, 
to be devoted to a suspense account, the subsequent employment of which will be here¬ 
after decided by the Powers. 

4. A reduction of 25 per cent., involving an annual cost of 3,000/., to be made in 
the port dues at Alexandria. It must not be forgotten that the new lights in the Red 
Sea will not confer any benefit on Alexandria. 

• Also to Sir E. Baring (No. 5, Commercial). t No. . 

% No § No. 171. 
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5. When the surplus is divided between the Egyptian Government and the “ Caisse 
de la Dette Publique,” the sum of 37,000/. a-year to be added to the portion allotted to 
the former. 

The Egyptian Government, moreover, intend to effect a reduction, amounting to 
7,000/. a-year, in porterage dues. 

These measures, if they are accepted, cannot fail to afford very great relief both to 
the people of Egypt and to trade. Their acceptance, however, by the French Govern¬ 
ment, is not yet assured. 

The engagement by which the light dues were to be reduced on the Conventions 
coming into force will of course be cancelled ; but I have told the Marquis de Reverseaux 
that Ins Government, in the event of their wishing for some further concession, might 
reasonably ask that a reduction of light dues, amounting, perhaps, to 10 per cent., might 
be given on the signature of all the Conventions, in addition to the 40,0001. for new 
lights which is to be accorded immediately. 

The general financial equilibrium of the Egyptian Budget will be in no way 
endangered by the execution of the above proposals. 


No. 177. 

Mr. Dering to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received April 6.) 

^No. 63. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Rome, April 3, 1892. 

WITH reference to my telegram of the 2nd instant on the subject of the proposed 
lights in the lied Sea, I have the honour to inclose copy of a letter which I have 
received from Count d’Arco, stating that, in deference to the views of the Minister of 
the Treasury, the Italian Government have now determined to erect the lights tkem- 
.selves. 

When calling officially on the Marquis di Rudini to-day I mentioned the matter 
to his Excellency, who informed me, in reply, that in the course of a few days he would 
address a note to Her Majesty’s Embassy explanatory of the views of the Italian 
Government. 

I llftVG &c. 

(Signed) ’ HENRY NEVILL DERING. 


Inclosure in No. 177. 

Signor Arco to Mr. Dering. 

M. le Charge d’Affaires, Rome, le 2 Avril, 1892. 

ME referant a notre conversation de Jeudi dernier a propos des phares de la Mer 
Rouge, je m’empresse de vous informer que le President du Conseil vient de me dire, k la 
suite d’une communication du Minist&re du Tresor, qu’il tiendrait absolument k ce que la 
construction de ces phares soit faite par le Gouvernement Italien. 

J’esp&re, par consequent, pouvoir vous adresser sous peu de jours une proposition 
for L.elle, relative au remboursement des frais de construction et d’entretien, moyennant 
uue redevance annuelle. 

Yeuillez, &c. 

(Signd) A. ARCO. 


No. 178. 

Sir E. Baring to Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received April 11.) 

(No. 9, Commercial.) 

My Lord, Cairo, April 3, 1892. 

WITH reference to my telegram. Commercial, dated the 30th ultimo, I have the 
honour to transmit herewith a note, by Mr. Palmer, embodying the suggestions made by 
the Egyptian Government for the reduction of port and light dues, in consideration of its 
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being authorized by the Powers to apply to the reduction of the land tax the economies 
resulting from the conversion of the debt. 

A meeting of the Consuls-General is to be held on the 9th instant to consider these 
proposals. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) E. BARING. 


Inclosure in No. 178. 

Memorandum. 

DANS une reunion tenue le 30 Mars chez le President du Conseil des Ministres, son 
Excellence a declare 4 MM. les Cousuls-Generaux d’Espacne, de France, et de la Grande- 
Bretagne, ddlegues par MM. leurs collogues du Corps Diplomatique, que le Gouvernement 
Egyptien est disposd k prendre en consideration la demande des Compagnies de Navigation, 
pour la reduction des droits du Port d’Alexandrie, ainsi que les droits de phares, h la 
condition expresse, toutelois, que les Puissances autorisent l’application intdgrale de 
lMconomie resultant de la conversion de la dette, soit £ E. 315,000 par an, au ddgrdve- 
ment de l’impot foneier, mesure qui s’impose dans l’inter^t et pour le bien du pays avant 
toute autre reduction de taxes. 

Sous cette reserve le Gouvernement eonsentirait:— 

1. A abaisser de 25 pour cent les droits du Port d’Alexandrie. 

2. A abaisser de 25 pour cent les droits de Phares d’Alexandrie.* 

3. A placer dans un compte d’ordre une somme annuelle de £ E. 40,000 pr6lev6e 
sur les droits de phares, pour eltre appliqutle, soit a la construction de nouveaux phares, 
soit k la reduction des droits. 

Ce prdl&vement special tiendrait naturellement lieu et place de la reduction ddjh 
stipulee avec d’autres Puissances lors de la signature des Conventions Commereiales. 

Les r6ductions dont il s’agit seraient effectudes pourvu, cependant, que les Puissances 
admettent, qu’en compensation de la perte de revenu, lors du reglement du compte des 

exeddents avec la Caisse de la Dette, la part de ces exetidents revenant au Gouvernement 

soit majoree d’une somme annuelle de £ E. 37,000 reprdsentant la moitie de la perte, 
disposition analogue a celle qui a etd adoptee pour le droit de patente (voir 1’Article 6 du 
D&ret du 28 Janvier, 1892). 

Les droits du Port d’Alexandrie etant affectes k la dette et la reduction projetee 
devant avoir pour effet de diminuer la part des excedents applicable h la reserve ou & 
1’amortissement, il reste entendu que si cette proposition rencontrait en principe l’approba- 
tion des Puissances il y aurait lieu toutefois pour le Gouvernement de consulter h cet 
egard les Commissaires de la Caisse de la Dette Publique. 

En ce qui concerne le droit de factage, le Gouvernement s’occupe depuis quelques 
mois de la revision du tavif actuel, et il se propose de pronmlguer, en temps utile, un tarif 
nouveau. Ce tarif diminuera les droits d’une somme d’environ £ E. 6,000 par an. 

Ainsi, au cas ou la proposition du Gouvernement, telle qu’elle est indiquee ci-dessus, 
recevrait un accueil favorable de la part des Puissances, le Gouvernement Egyptien se 
trouverait en mesure d’accorder a la population agricole un degrtivement de £ E. 315,000 
par an, et de procurer au commerce maritime un allegement de £ E. 80,000 par an.^ 


No. 179. 

Sir E. Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received April 18.) 

(No. 10. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Cairo, April 9, 1892. 

THE meeting referred to in my despatch No. 9, Commercial, took place to-day. The 
French and Russian Consuls-General both declared that they could not consent to the 
question of the reduction of the port and light dues being mixed up with that of the 
application of the economies. The German Consul-General observed that he saw not 
reason why these two questions should not be treated together; and I expressed my 
concurrence with this view, and my intention of recommending the proposal made by the 

* Droits dfr phares, acquittds par les navires entrant dans ]e Pori u'Alexandria. 
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Egyptian Government to the favourable consideration of Her Majesty’s Government. 
The Austrian Consul-G eneral seemed to agree generally with the language held by my 
German colleague and myself, and inquired of M. de Reverseaux whether he would be 
prepared, setting aside the definite proposals before us, to assent to the principle of the 
application of any portion of the economies to the reduction either of the land tax or of 
port and light dues. M. de Reverseaux replied that, if the question were put in that 
form, it was probable that there would be more prospect of its being favourably received, 
but that he had no authority to give any pledge, or make any positive statement on the 
subject. The other Consuls-General took no part in the discussion. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) E. BARING. 


No. 180. 

Lord Vivian to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received June 6.) 

(Commercial.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Rome, June 6, 1 892. 

WITH reference to your Lordship’s telegram, Commercial, dated the 28th May, on 
the subject of the erection of lighthouses in the Red Sea, I have the honour to inform 
you that I have this day received a reply from the Italian Government to the 
communications which I addressed to them on the subject. It states that the King’s 
Government claims jurisdiction over the sites which have been selected for the erection 
of lighthouses along the new route, inasmuch as it considers them to be maritime 
appendages of their territory. 

It is their wish that Her Majesty’s Government should make the necessary 
preliminary studies with a view to the erection of the four lighthouses, and for the 
maintenance of the same, as well as of the question of the reimbursement of the expenses 
by tolls to be levied on shipping. When these studies shall have been completed, 
Italian Government will come to an agreement with Her Majesty’s Government or wn~ 
Trinity House as to a final arrangement for carrying out the enterprise which would 
safeguard the jurisdiction of Italy. 

They are ready to leave to the judgment of Her Majesty’s Government the question 
whether, and if so in what manner, the above decisions should be communicated to 
the Porte, their chief wish being to avoid giving rise to any fresh dispute on the question 
of territorial rights, the definitive settlement of which they consider to have been 
arrived at. 


No. 181. 

Lord Vivian to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received June 7.) 

(No. L09. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Rome, June 4, 1892. 

T HAD the honour to receive late in the evening of the 28th ultimo your Lordship’s 
telegram of that date, instructing me to ask the Italian Government to communicate to 
me their proposals relative to the erection of new lights in the Red Sea, and to inquire 
whether they had any objection to a communication being made te the Porte by Her 
Majesty’s Government that the Italian Government had decided to erect the lights on 
the new route. 

I forthwith addressed to the Italian Minister for Foreign Affairs a note, a copy of 
which I have the honour to inclose, in the sense of your Lordship’s instructions, and 
two days later I took an opportunity to speak to Signor Brin on the subject, begging 
him to enable me to reply to your inquiries as early as possible. No answer having 
reached me from his Excellency, I requested Mr. Edwardes to call two days ago on 
M. Malvano, the Under-Secretary of State, with the view of obtaining the communi¬ 
cation which I was expecting, but M. Malvano was unable to fix the date when a 
decision would be arrived at. Mr, Edwardes saw M. Malvano again this morning, and 
I have the honour to inclose herewith a Memorandum of what M. Malvano said to 
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him. Your Lordship will see from it that there may be still a delay of some days 
before I shall be able to communicate to you the decision arrived at by the Italian. 
Government. 

I have, &e. 

(Signed) VIVIAN. 


Inclosurc 1 in No. 181. 

Lord Vivian to Signor Brin. 

M. le Ministre, Rome, y lay 29, 1892. 

WITH reference to the note which Count d’Arco addressed to Mr. Dering, Her 
Majesty’s Charge d’Affaires, on the 2nd ultimo on the subject of the proposed new lights 
in the Red Sea, in which, while stating that the King’s Government had decided to 
erect these lights themselves, he undertook to make a formal proposition relative to the 
reimbursement of the cost of their erection and maintenance, I am requested bv the 
Marquis of Salisbury to beg your Excellency to be good enough to communicate to me 
these proposals, and to ask if there is any objection to Her Majesty’s Government 
communicating to the Porte the decision of the King’s Government to erect these lights 
on the new route. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) VIVIAN. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 181. 

Memorandum. 

I ASKED M. Malvano if he could not let us have an answer to-day to your 
Excellency’s note of the 29th May, at any rate to that part of it asking whether there 
was any objection to Her Majesty’s Government communicating to the Porte the decision 
of the Italian Government to erect the lights. I told him that our messenger was 
leaving to-night, and that you were very anxious to send a reply on the subject to the 
Foreign Office. He answered, “ Impossible.” This latter point was the important one 
in the matter. M. Brin had the case under his personal consideration, and, with a view 
to coming to a decision as to whether the Italian Government would erect the lights or 
not, he had made an appointment this morning to consult with an expert engineer. 
This appointment he was unable to keep, as lie was summoned to a “ Conseil des 
Ministres.” Should, M. Malvano said, M. Brin conclude that the erection of the lights 
is to be undertaken by the Italian Government, he must, before returning any reply to 
your Excellency, refer his decision for confirmation to his colleagues. This will entail 
(even after M. Brin’s own conclusions) a further delay of some days. Should M. Brin 
decide personally against the erection of the lights, your Excellency will receive his reply 
to that effect at once. 

From what I gathered from M. Malvano, it would appear that there is some question 
as to whether the Italian Government can or can not undertake the construction of the 
lights. 

(Signed) H. G. EDWARDES. 

June 4, 1892. 


No. 182. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Rustem Pasha. 

M. l’Ambassadeur, Foreign Office. June 10, 1892. 

ON the 27th ultimo you did me the honour to call at this Office to say that the 
Imperial Ottoman Government proposed that M. Collas should come here to settle 
about the lights to be erected for completing the effective lighting of the southern 
portion of the Red Sea, and you inquired when would be the most convenient time for 
his visit. 












In reply, 1 beg leave to say that the communications which have passed between 
Her Majesty’s Government and the Sublime Porte do not seem to have brought the 
negotiations to a point at which the personal intervention of M. Collas would be of 
immediate value in bringing about an agreement; but in any case the early close of the 
season and probable absence from London in the course of a few weeks of many persons 
whose counsel would be useful make it desirable that, if he does come, M. Collas should 
postpone his visit till the autumn. 

T hftVP 

(Signed) ’ SALISBURY. 


No. 183. 

Lord Vivian to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received June 14.) 

(No. 110. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Rome , June 7, 1892. 

I HAVE the nonour to inclose copy and translation of the reply of the Italian 
Government to the questions put in your Lordship’s despatch to Lord Dufferin of the 
28th January last, and in your telegram to me of the 28th ultimo, respecting the 
proposed erection and maintenance of four additional lighthouses in the southern 
portion of the Red Sea on the alternative route for shipping surveyed by Her Majesty’s 
Government. 

I telegraphed the substance of this reply to your Lordship yesterday evening. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) VIVIAN. 


Inclosure in No. 183. 

Signor Brin to Lord Vivian. 

(Translation.) 

M. l’Ambassadeur, Rome, June G, 1892. 

IN his note of the 3rd February last Lord Dufferin, after having explained in 
detail the investigations and projects which have been successively made with regard to 
the Lighthouse Service in the southern part of the Red Sea, concluded by putting forward, 
in this respect, two concrete questions, to which an answer was given preliminarily in a 
letter from the Under-Secretary of State of this Department on the 2nd April last, and 
as it was the desire of Her Majesty’s Government to receive a definitive answer, your 
Excellency has again made a fresh inquiry of me by your note of the 29th May last. I 
have now the honour to communicate to your Excellency the opinion of the King’s 
Government on the individual points. 

Her Majesty’s Government wishes before all to learn whether the Italian Govern¬ 
ment claims jurisdiction over the points chosen by the Board of Trade for the eventual 
construction of lighthouses in the southern part of the Red Sea. To this question I 
answer by stating that the King’s Government consider these points as a maritime 
appendage of the territory over which they exercise their sovereignty. 

Secondly, an affirmative reply having been given to the first question, we are asked, 
supposing that the new projected route in the southern part of the Red Sea be accepted 
by the interested Powers, if the Italian Government be disposed to erect the lighthouses 
in question, and to maintain them at the cost of the passing shipping, or if, on the other 
hand, they would consent to their erection by Her Majesty’s Government. 

To this second question I reply that our wish would be that Her Majesty’s Govern¬ 
ment should entirely carry out the investigations both for the definitive erection and 
maintenance of the four lighthouses, as well as for the fixing of the methods of 
reimbursement to be charged to the shipping. 

After this being done, we should also be willing to agree eventually with Her 
Majesty’s Government or with Trinity House as to what may be necessary in order to 
carry out the enterprise in accordance with such an Agreement as would properly 
determine every side of the question, and, above all, would give a guarantee for our 
jurisdiction in those parts. 

Thirdly, your Excellency in your note of the 29th May inquires whether the Italian 
Government have any objection that their decisions in this matter should be communicated 
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to the Sublime Porte. To this question I reply that, Her Majesty’s Government being 
now in possession of our decisions, can judge whether, and if so in what manner, they 
should be communicated to the Sublime Porte. 

Our wish is simply to avoid giving occasion for a new dispute with regard to the 
territorial situation, which we on our part regard as definitively settled. 

I return to your Excellency the map and the other documents communicated in the 
note of the 3rd February. 

I avail, &c. 

(Signed) BRIN. 


No. 184. 

Lord Vivian to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received June 17.) 

(No. 118. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Rome, June 13, 1892. 

I GATHER that the present Italian Ministry are disinclined, on financial grounds, 
to apply to Parliament for money for the new lights in the Red Sea. They would prefer 
some other arrangement for their erection, with safeguard for the territorial rights of 
Italy. It is suggested that the Trinity Board might advance the necessary funds. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) VIVIAN. 


No. 185. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Lord Vivian.* 

(No. 56. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, June 17, 1892. 

WITH reference to your despatch No. 110, Commercial, of the 7th instant, on the 
subject of the lighting of the southern portion of the Red Sea, I inclose, for your 
Excellency’s information, copy of a note to Rustem Pasha respecting this matter.! 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 186. 

Foreign Office to Board of Trade. 

Sir, Foreign Office, December 9, 1892. 

WITH reference to the letters from this Office of the 20th June and 15th August 
last, I am directed by the Earl of Rosebery to request that you will cause his Lordship 
to be informed of the views of the Board of Trade as regards the further action which 
should be taken in the question of the Red Sea lights. 

1 am, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD GREY. 


No. 187. 

Board of Trade to Foreign Office,—(Received December 15.) 


gj r Board of Trade , London, December 14, 1892. 

I AM directed by the Board of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 9th instant, in which, with reference to your letters of the 20th June and 15th 
August last, you inquire the views of this Department as regards the further action 
which should be taken in the question of the Red Sea lights. 


• Also to Sir Clare Ford (No. 55, Commercial), and Sir E. 

t No. 182. 
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Baring (No. 14, Commercial). 
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In reply, I am to request that you will state to the Earl of Rosebery that, previous 
to the receipt of the letters above referred to, the Board had decided to take steps for 
consulting the trade as to the proposed western route.' 

A conference was accordingly held at this Office in July last, and was attended by 
representatives of the United Kingdom Chamber of Shipping, the Peninsular and 
Oriental Steam Navigation Company, the British India Steam Navigation Company, 
and the Orient Steam Navigation Company. As the result of the conference, it was 
arranged that the different bodies represented should lay before the Board of Trade in 
writing their views upon the point whether the retention and lighting of the old 
(Abou Ail) route was of sufficient importance to justify the heavy additional charges on 
shipping which would be entailed by accepting the demands of Turkey. 

From the communications which have in consequence been received from the 
various bodies, it appears that, while they are none of them willing to submit to the 
additional taxation above referred to for lighting the Abou Ail route, they differ as to 
the value of the alternative western route. In these circumstances, the Board have 
thought it well to consult the Admiralty on the subject. 

A letter to this effect was addressed to the Admiralty on the 8th instant, and, 
pending their reply, it appears to the Board that no further steps can usefully be 
taken. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) C. CECIL TREVOR. 










